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from the system. These works were in a great 
useless. The Committee of Ways and 
Means had taken the estimates of the engineers as 
ihe ground of their report. It had been said that 
they endorsed these estimates. It was not 80. 
Rut there was no other way of getting the estimates. 
He was not convinced that there was any necessity 
for these appropriations, 
He withdrew the amendment. 
Mr. DOTY renewed the amendment, and asked | 


a yore, $ 


The question was taken, and 

The amendment to the amehdment was rejected. 

On motion by Mr. HOLMES, 

The committee rose and reported. 

Mr. ASHE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, made a report. 

Mr. WHITE moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 








PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions and remonstrance were | 
presented, under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate conwmittees: 

By Mr. DIXON: The petition of Jonathan Freeborn and 
others, citizens of East Greenwich, in the State of Rhode 
Island, praying for a revision of the revenue laws. 


Also, the petition of Simon H. Green and others, citizens 
of Warwick, in the State of Rhode Island, praying for an 
alteration of the revenue laws of 1846. 


By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The remonstrance of 
W. D. Maxwell and 105 others, citizens of the district of 
in subject to sale at Washington, Mississippi, against 

emoval of the land office from Washington to Monti- 
cello. 


the 
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Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of Adam 
Hays,a hospital surgeon during the late war with 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


Mr. BERRIEN presented the proceedings of a || 


public meeting held at the city of Savannah, in 
the State of Georgia, in favor of the Missouri 
compromise as the basis for an adjustment of the 
slavery question, and in opposition to the bill now 


pending in the Senate for that object; which were || 


laid on the table. 


Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Martha | 


Jarnigan, asking compensation for certain proper- 
ty stolen by the Indians during the recent hostili- 
ties in Florida; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

_Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of lowa, asking the establishment of a 
mail-rodte from Manona to Union Prairie, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

NAVAL DEPOT AT NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, { am requested 
‘o present a memorial from the corporate authori- 
lies of New Orleans, asking the establishment of 
anaval depét at that place. A lot of land was 
some time since purchased near New Orleans for 
& naval depédt, but nothing more has been done in 
the matter. The municipal authorities of that 
place represént this state of things as injurious to 
the commercial jnterests, as well as to the interests 
of the Government in that quarter. A naval sta- 
tion and depdt there would be greatly advanta- 
geous to the Government. The represent, also, 
that a naval of revenue-service force is necessary 
there for both the business of the place and the 
interest of the Government. I believe that, so far 
/* &conomy is concerned, this is a great mistake. 
| believe that there is not a single revenue cutter 
at that port, and none from Florida to the western 
coast of Texas. It is certainly of essential im- 
portance to the interests of the Government, as 
= as to the interests of commerce, that there 
should be some force there, either naval or of the 
revenue service. I wish to attract the attention of 
ne Commitee on Naval Affairs to the mait? ques- 
“on involved in the resolutions, 

{tis astonishing to me why, at one of the great- 
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est marts for provisions in the world—New Or- || put upon it by the Commissioner of Pensions, and 
leans—where almost the whole world buy their || in the opinion of the Committee on Pensions, both 
provisions, where they buy their supplies for the || of the Senate and of the House, the Commissioner 
armies and navies of Europe, and where all our H is wrong in his construction. We have no right 
supplies for thé Mexican war were furnished to || to pass a law declaring that his construction ig 
our army, and where everybody else buys their || wrong; and the only way, therefore, is to pass a 
provisions, the United States have not a navy || jot resolution declaratory of what the intention 
depét. 1 understand that there is not even a navy || oa is, a ms to the second question, 
agent there. The office has been, | believe, abol- || whether there have been any particular cases in 
ished, and they consider it of so little consequence, || which this point has arisen, | will answer that 1 
that they have no establishment there whatever |} have not heard Sree I rs a a in my 
connected with the navy of the United States. || eye or in my mind. t | understand that this is 
This matter is important to the Government of the || the general construction which has been put on 
United States in many points of view. During || the law by the Commissioner, and in the opinion 
the late war, there was frequent difficulty in re- || of the committee of both Houses, it is awrong one. 
cruiting for the navy. In consequence of the vast || Mr. DAWSON. My objection is, that, after 
commerce of the place, and the number of sailors || twenty years’ construction of a statute in a par- 
out of employment there at a seasons, re- || corns way, itis improper to change it by. reso- 
cruits might readily be obtained. ere being no ution. 
naval'station, there were no means of transhipping Mr. HALE. Twenty years! Oh, no; the first 
them; and there were not even supplies of coal || act was not passed till 1838. 
there for the Government naval steamers, and Mr. DAWSON. Then I should like to know 
they would have been totally witheut fuel, if they | the amount of appropriation which will be neces- 
had not borrowed it from the quartermaster’sgde- || Sary to be made under the new construction of the 
partment of the army; and this in a position where | law proposed in the amendment. It requires in- 
vestigation. I really am not sufficiently acquainted 
vantageously, and perhaps cheaper than at any with the pension laws to say what will be the effect 
other port in the United States. It 18 strange that \| of the amend ment. I cannot teli the extent to 
all this should be entirely laid out of view, and || Which it will involve the Governmentin the pay- 
even the navy agency abolished there, and the | ment of pensions which have not been heretofore 
Government apparently disconnected with that po- considered due by the Government. I would ask 
gition pointed out by nature as the one of all | that the subject be laid over, and I will look into 
others best calculated for an establishment of this | ~ Se laws oo find out what the effect of 
I hope that the committee will take up the || Me amendment will be. : 
subject seriously, and that something will be done The farther consideration of the subject was 
to remedy the evil. postponed till to-morrow, and the report of the 
The resolutions were referred to the Committee || committee and the amendment were ordered to be 
on Naval Affairs. printed. 


WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. ANNUAL REPORT ON COMMERCE, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Pensions, || Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from thé"Com- 
to which was referred a joint resolution which || mittee on Commerce, to which was referred the 
passed the House of Representatives 28th March, || amendment of the House of Representatives to 
1850, entitled **A_ joint resolution explaining the || Senate bill to provide for the printing of the annual 
acts of the 17th July, 1838, and March 3, 1843, || report upon commerce and navigation, reported 
and June 7, 1844,” reported the same with an || that the Senate disagree to the amendment of the 
amendment, to wit, in the third line, after the word || House. _ 
assembled, to insert: I will simply state (said the honorable gentle- 
|| man) that this is a bill which passed the Senate, 
directing that 20,000 copies. of the annual report 
on commerce and navigation shall be printed on or 
before the Ist of January in each year. To this 
the House agreed, with an amendment, by which 
they direct that the same number of the annual 
report on finance shall be published and delivered 
l}at the same time. Well, sir, this I believe the 
|| committee thought quite desirable, but, upon appli- 
. ‘ || cation to the department whether it would meet 
I am instructed by the committee || with their convenience, and whether they could 
\| accomplish the object designed to be provided for, 
|| we were told that it could not be accomplished if 
|| the bill passed, as it would be impossible to fur- 
|| nish the number of copies so early as the Ist of 
| January. Under these circumstances, the depart- 


oe f Pensi ‘ hat if th “4 || ment, not seeming very desirous that it should be 
ate ot hand. os saiaenead on | adopted at all, the committee recommend that the 
wa ; : 
sets she isnot ened to the benef of i, even | Sepals diengroe to the amendiments a 
though her —— died - day ee 2 ace of } concurred in the report of the committee, disagree- 
of the act. By the act of 1638, the benefits of | ing to the amendment made by the House. 


certain pension acts are extended to widows in | 

certain cases, and thequaptity they are to receive | REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

is to be regulated by the act of 1832. The amend- | Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
ment of the Senate simply confers the benefit of | merce, to which was referred the bill to amend the 
that act on widows that were alive at the passage |) act entitled * An act to amend in the cases therein 
of the act of 1832, whether their husbands were || mentioned the act to regulate the daties on importa 
and tonnage,”’ reported back the same without 


then living or not. Itis necessary to have an ex- 
planatory act passed, fh order that the operation of || amendment, and recommended its passage. — 
Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Pensions, 





« That if any person who served in the war of the Revo- 
lution, in the manner specified in the act passed the 7th day 
of June, 1832, entitled “An act supplementary to the act 
for the relief of certain surviving officers and soldiers of the 
Revolution,” have died, leaving a widow whose marriage | 
took place prior to the first day of January, 1794, such widow 
shall be entitled to receive, during her life, such annuity or 
pension as might have heen allowed to her husband, in vir- | 
tue of said act of the 7th June, 1832, if living at the time 
of its passage: Provided, The widow survived the passage 
of the aforesaid act of 7th June, 1832.”’ 


Mr. HALE. 
to ask the immediate consideratién of the bill as 
amended. 

The bill was taken up. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I can explain the 
object of the amendment in two minutes, The 
construction put upon the existing acts by the 








the pension laws shall go on as it was intended to |) 


- 'to which was referred the petition of William 
Mr. DAWSON. 1 would inquire of the Sen- || Miller to be allowed a pension, submitted a report, 


ator from New Hampshire whether there has been | which was ordered to be printed, accompanied by 
any doubt about the construction of the act of || q bill for his relief, which was read and ordered to 
1832 till lately, and what partiqilar case has occa- || a second reading 
sioned the investigation and the new construction || 
of the act. 

Mr. HALE. I cannot say what particular cases 
have arisen. I know that this is the construction 


RESOLUTIONS« 


Mr. TURNEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 
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Resolved, ‘That the President of the Senate appoint a 
potice officer to attend to the Senate and that portion of 
the building in its oceupaney, to perform such duties as he 
ahall direct; and that he receive for his services the same | 
amount of compensation as is allowed and paid the princi- || 
pai police of the Capitol. 








The following resolution, submitted by Mr. |) 


Rusk on the 26th instant, was considered and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish the 
Senate with the following information, to wit: Li-t of ves- 
seis, and the tonnage of the same, entered at the district of 
Brasos St. Jago since its establishment by the act of Con- 
grees; value of imports, American manufactures and pro- 
ductions, foreign goods, duties paid, and goods bonded, | 
specifying the quarterly statements of each of the said items ; | 
the quantity of freights shipped, and value thereof, to the || 
Brasos St. Jago and mouth of the Rio Grande, each respect- | 
ively, for the public service since the termination of the 
war with Mexico ; how transported or conveyed from thence | 
to the several military posts on the Rio Grande and near it,’ 
and the cost of such transportation or conveyance to the | 
Government to the several military posts referred to; list | 


and tonnage of the steamboats registered and navigating the | 
Rio Grande. 


BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 
The following bills from the House of Repre- | 
sentatives were read a firstand second time by their || 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Finance: 
An act making appropriations for the payment || 
of navy pensions for the year ending the 30th of || 
June, 1851; and | 
An act making appropriation for the paymentof || 
revolutionary and other pensions of the United | 
States, for the year ending June 30, 1851. 
DRAWBACK ON EXPORTS. 


On motion by Mr. PHELPS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 115, being the 
bill amendatory of the act entitled ** An act allow- 
ing drawback on foreign merchandise exported | 
in the original packages to Chihuahua and Santa | 
Fé, in New Mexico, and to the North American | 
provinces adjoining the United States,” approved | 
March 3, 1845, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PHELPS offered an amendment, to be | 
added to the first section of the bill, which waa 1 
adopted. 

Mr. PHELPS. ] 
to come in at the close of the bill. The object of || 
this amendment is to extend the provisions of the || 


I submit another amendment, | 


laws yelating to drawbacks to cases arising under | 
this alt, It isa matter of some doubt whether, | 
as the bill now stands, the penalties prescribed by 
previous laws would attach to the cases provided 


|| Butler, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, 
|| Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, Soulé, Tur- 


| strued, 





A debate ensued, in which Messrs. DAVIS, of 
Mississippi, BALDWIN, EWING,and MASON 
took part. 

The question was then taken, and the result 
was: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury, Bright, 
Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Dayton, Dickinson, 
| Dodge of Towa, Dougias, Felch, Greene, Hamlin, Jones, 

Mangum, Miller, Norris, Phelps, Pratt, Seward, Shields, 
Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, 
and Winthrop—32. 
NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Benton, Berrien, 
Ewing, 


ney, Whitcomb, and Yulee—19. 


So the amendment was agreed to. : 
Mr. WALKER then renewed his motion to 


as to limit it exclusively to the admission of Cali- 
fornia, and on this he called for the yeas and nays; 


|| which were ordered. 


Mr. PEARCE moved to amend the amendment 


| by striking out from the 22d to the 39th sections 
| inclusive. 


The PRESIDENT. The proposition is to strike 


‘| out all that which relates to New Mexico, 
|| Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir; and | may as well | 


state my reasons for it now. 


CLAY took part. 

Mr. PEARCE, in explanation of his amend- 
ment, reminded the Senate, that, on the motion of 
theeSenator from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,] the 


Texas and the territory of the United States be 
agreed to by the Legislature of the State of Texas 


|| and the Government of the United States, the ter- 


ritorial government authorized by this act shall 
not go into operation east of the Rio Grande, nor 


| shall any State be established for New Mexico 
embracing any territory east of the Rio Grande. | 
From this he foresaw a Taiakiguoiiatiges ates || from Maryland, which related to Texas, having 
visible. It had already been claimed that this was | 
an abandonment to Texas of all the country east | 


‘|| of the Rio Grande, and knowing as he did how 





not willing to sanction. 


the slightest acquiescence would be used to sustain 
the title of Texas, he was unwilling to give any 
sanction to an amendment that might be so con- 
But in addition to this, he did not see the 





for by thisact. It is to remove that doubt, that I | 
propose this amendment. 
The amendment was read and adopted. 
There being no further proposition to amend, | 


the bill was reported back to the Senate, and the | 


amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. SOULE. I move that the bill be laid upon 
the table. There are many matters of vast im- 
portance in that bill which will require thorough 
investigation. It would be impossible to do justice 
to the merits of it, if we attempt to pass it to-day. 

The bill was then laid upon the table. 

PENSION LAWS, 

On motion by Mr, SHIELDS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 92, being the 
bill for the further relief of John Mitchell. 

The blank in the bill was filled up with twenty, 
as the number of dollars per month to be paid. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the amendment having been concurred in, the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider Senate bill No. 137, being the 
bill to regulate the pensions of officers, soldiers, 
seamen, and marines, who have been or may here- 
after be disabled while in the service of the United 
States. 

Mr. HUNTER said that, as it was an important 
bill and required consideration, it had better go over 
till to-morrow. 

The further consideration was then postponed 
until to-morrow. 


HE COMPROMISE BILL. ; 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the admission of California as a State into 
the Union, to establish Territorial Governments 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals 


. to Texas for the establishment of her western and 


northern boundaries. 

The pending question was the amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Noraris] 
to strike out of the tenth section the words “ nor 
establishing nor prohibiting African slavery.’’ _ 


| necessity of providing a government for a small 
|| portion of New Mexico, and leave the most im- 


portant part without any government, or subject 
to military domination. He did not desire to pre- 
vent the organization of the Territory of New 
|| Mexico, and, if he succeeded in this motion, he 


'| intended to move to insert the provisions of the 
'| bill which were stricken out yesterday, and in lieu || 


|| of the amendment of the Senator from Georgia, || which was rejected: Yeas 16, nays 38 
: ; 


|| offer another. 
|| Mr. CLAY viewed this as an attempt to destroy 
'| ene of the most valuable features of the bill—the 


He regretted it the more, inasmuch as amendments 
|| were contemplated to suspend the operation of 


|| until the Ist of April, though in its present shape 


|| he did not think it was liable to the objections | 


which had been urged against it. 

|| After a brief discussion between several Sena- 
\| tors— 

|| Mr. PEARCE modified his motion so that it 
|| proposed to strike out all of the bill relating to 
| New Mexico as amended, and then to reinsert 
those provisions, with the exception of that por- 
|| tion which was inserted yesterday on the motion 
|| of Mr. Dawson, and to substitute in lieu thereof 
|| the words— ao 

| “The terri(orial government of New Mexico, authorized 
oe ~~ act, sha\l not go into operation until the 4th of Mareh, 





| 


] 
|| The debate was continued by Mr. RUSK and 


amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Brap- | 
BuRY Javasamended so as to provide that until such || 
|| time as the boundary line between the State of |) 


| adjustment of the troublesome boundary question. | 


| 
} 


| strike out all after the fourth section of the bill, so || 


| 


Debate ensued, ia which Messrs. PEARCE and (who was pleased only with the one feature of th, 





| 
| 
| 


| 





ment, which at his irf8tance had been made in the. 


tenth section, was extended to the 23d, so as to 
strike out the words, ‘nor establishing nor pro- 
hibiting African slavery.’’ 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
SHIELDS, DAWSON, YULEE, BENTON, and 
HOUSTON, . 

Mr. PEARCE further modified his motion, so 
as to strike out only, and it was agreed to: 

| 33, nays 22. 


others. ; 
On the motion of Mr. NORRIS, the amend- 
Yeas 
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Mr. PEARCE then moved to insert 
before ified, for which he offered his leas 

Mr. DOUGLAS moved tobamend the nn 
ment by striking out the words proposed oe) 
substituted for Mr. Dawson’s amendment aa . 
serting the following: Bae 


** Provided, That said commissioners sha 
sult of their proceedings to the Legislature or Tone re. 
Congress, by the 15th diy of December NeXt, and vy nd to 
much of this act as provides for a territorial g0verng hat so 
New Mexico, shall not take effeet without further sation > 
Congress, unless the boundary of Texas shall have 1.” 
adjusted, and in the mean time the rights of both part ea 
the territory in dispute shall remain unaffected and ao 
paired by anything in this act contained,” “atm. 


Mr. HALE moved the indefinite 
of the bill. coe 


The motion was not agreed to: Yeas 27, nays 39 
After some remarks by Messrs. UNDER. 


tO the 











amendment was rejected: Yeas 24, nays 33 


Mr. UNDER 


OOD moved to’ amend the 


| amendment by striking out the provision that the 


territorial government shall not go into opera); 

until the 4th of March, 1851. . _— 
Mr. TURNEY renewed the motion to postpone 

indefinitely, but it was rejected: Yeas 29, nays 94 
Debate was continued by Mr. ATCHISON, 


bill which proposed the establishment of a terri. 


| torial government for Utah,) Mr. YULEE, Mr. 


PEARCE, Mr. BERRIEN, Mr. DOWNS and 
then the amendment to the amendment was re. 


| jected: Yeas 25, nays 32. 


Mr. YULEE moved to amend the amendment 
of Mr. Pearce, by striking out from the sections 


| proposed to be reinserted those which relate to 


Texas. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD thought the Senate was 
not in a condition to legislate, and hence he moved 
an adjournment, 

The motion was rejected: Yeas 22, nays 29. 

That portion of the amendment of the Senator 


been stricken out, the question recurred on the 
sections proposed to be inserted which relate to 
New Meyico. 
The amendment was rejected: Yeas 25, nays 28. 
So that the motion to insert that part of the bill * 
which relates to New Mexico was not agreed to. 
The question then recurred on Mr. Waxxen’s 
motion to strike out from the bill everything ex- 
cept those sections which relate to California. 
After some discussion, in which Mr. FOOTE, 
Mr. RUSK, Mr. DAVIS of Mississippi, Mr. 
DOUGLAS, and Mr. BUTLER took part, an 


_ amendment was rejected, which was proposed by 


Mr. DAVIS of Mississippi, to fix the boundaries 
of Utah: Yeas 22, nays 34. 
Mr. DAWSON renewed the motion to adjourn, 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Wank- 
ER’s motion to strike out all except the provisions 
relating to California, and it was rejected—yeas 
21, nays 33. ; 

Mr. ATCHISON moved to strike out all those 


|| the territorial provision on both sides of the river || S°C110PS which related to California. 


Mr. FOOTE— 
the indefinite postpone- 


After some remarks b 
Mr. PHELPS move 


| ment of the bill. 


The question was discussed by Messrs. BRAD- 
BURY, PHELPS, ATCHISON, FOOTE, and 
HALE. 

The motion of Mr. Arcuison was then rejected 
—yeas 29, nays 29. 

r. PRATT moved an adjournment; which 
was rejected. 

Mr. DOUGLAS proposed an .amendment, 1 
define the boundaries of Utah, a part of which wes 
designed to make the 38th parallel of north latitude 
the southern boundary. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN proposed as an amendment 
36° 30’, which was rejected—yeas 23, nays 27. 

Explanations having been made by Messrs. 
DOUGLAS, and DAVIS of Mississippi— ¢ 

Mr. BADGER proposed the parallel of 37°°s 
a substitute, which was accepted by Mr. Dove1as, 
but afterwards withdrawn to enable ; ; 

Mr. WINTHROP to move a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the Senate refused to strike 
out the ve sys. ~ eee tls 

Mr. MASON mov e indefinite postpone 
ment of the bill; but he and Mr. WINTHROP 
both withdrew their motions to enable \ 

Mr. BERRIEN to move to amend the bill by 


; 
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"alee aut the second section, which gave to Cal- 
Forni. two members in the House of Representa- 


rhe amendment was rejected: Yeas 21, nays 


e WINTHROP then renewed his motion to 
reconsider, which was agreed to: Yeas 33, nays 


e CLEMENS moved an adjournment, which 
wae rejected. 

Mr. CLEMENS moved to postpose the further 
consideration of the bill until the first day of De- 
cember next, Which was not agreed to. . 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
strike out the provisions in relation té California, 
and it was agreed to: Yeas 34, nays 25. 

Several ineffectual attempts were made to ad- 
jourtt, and 
"Me DOUGLAS renewed his motion to fix the 
boundaries of Utah. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, proposed for the 
southern boundary 369 30’, which Mr. Dovetas 
accepted, but the amendment was rejected. Other 
propositions of the same character met with the 
same fate. 

Mr. RUSK moved to lay the bill upon the table; 
which was rejected: Yeas 20, nays 29. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; yeas 32, nays 18. 

And the Senate then adjourned. 

(A full account of this day’s proceedings will be 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, August I, 1850. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 

Mr. WHITE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution; which 
was read for igformation, viz: 

Resolved, That the Speaker be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to appoint a special committee, to consist of twenty-one 
members, whose duty it shall be to meet, consult, and pre- 
pare such bills for the consideration of this House as may 
be best ealeulated to allay the present excitement, and set- 
de the difficulties pending between the different sections of 
the Union, and report the same to this House at the earliest 


* practicable period ; and it shall be in order for said committee 


fo report at any time, notwithstanding the present rules of 
the House. 


Messrs. CARTTER, ROOT, CONGER, and 
others, objected. Mr. R. remarking that we had 
had omnibuses enough. 

So the resolutiOn was not received. z 

The first question pending was on the motion of 
Mr. Wuire, made last evening, to suspend the 
rules, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WHITE withdrew the motion, in order to 
receive reports from committees. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a billfor the relief of 
Jacob P. Montgomery; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, with a view to its commit- 
ment. : 

Mr. R. said, that the bill involved a very small 
amount; it was a case of justice, and he hoped no 
objection would be made to putting it now upon 
ils passage, 

The bill was read through, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ¥c., That the Paymaster General of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, requested to pay to Jacob 
P.M ntgomery the sum of $75, for medicines furnished by 
him to Captain W. M. Key’s company, Mississippi battalion 
of volunteers, while they were in the United States service 
in the late war with Mexico. 


Mr. SWEETSER said, the bill made an appro- 
Pria'ion of money, and he supposed it must go to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER said, the bill directed a sum of 
money to be paid, but it made no appropriation 
out of which to pay it. It directed the officers of 
the Treasury to pay this sum out of a general ap- 
Propriation. The Chair was somegyhat in doubt 
whether this was one of the bills Which properly 
came within the rule.* It had been previously held 
and decided by the House, that such a bill might 
be passed without reference. 

Mr. PRESTON KING was understood to say 


the bill involved an appropriation, and it had bet- 
ter go to the committee, 


“The rule referred to is as follows: 


“All enlthlilg apyrepriations of meney, 
be tirat Giscusoed ta a Committee of the Whole Mowe 


TH 
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he knew || the Committee on Military Affairs, by the gentle- 


nothing of the nature of this claim. Bot it had | man from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr,) declara- 
been reported by the committee, it involved a very || tory of rank in certain cases, was referred to the 
small amount, it would be paid out of the general || Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


appropriation, and he hoped no objection would || 
be made to its passage. 


The SPEAKER. The point involved is an || 


important one; and if it is insisted upen the Chair 
will make a decision upon it, whereby the House 


will hold that the bill does not make an appropria- 
tion, and, this being the fact, that it can be acted 
upon without reference to the Committee of the | 





Whole. | 


will be enabled to decide the question. The Chair askin 
i} 





The motion to reconsider was entered upon the 


| Journal and lies over. 


On motion by Mr. CHANDLER, the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of H.G. Fant, 

sking compensation for mileage and transporta- 
tien. 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Wm. H. Owen, which was 
read a first and second time by its title and re- 


Mr. SWEETSER. | appeal from the decision. || ferred to a committee of the Whole House, and, 


decision of the Chair stand as the 
House? 

Mr. PARKER suggested to the gentleman from 
Ohio the propriety of withdrawing the appeal, as 
the amount was very small, while the principle 
involved was very important. As the Chair had | 
expressed doubt, he appealed to the gentleman not 
to press the House to pass upon the principle at | 
this time. 

Mr. SWEETSER said he would be pleased to | 
yield to the request of the genJeman;; but, so far | 
as his observation extended, more evil had heen 
done in the House by indirection than by direc- 
tion. This was an important principle, and he 
must call for a decision upon it. 


batable. 


Chair the appeal was debatable. 
Mr. MORSE said, although the amount of the 


decision was a very momentous one, This bill, 
if passed, created a debt, and he contended after 
its passage the House would have no discretion 
left as to appropriating for it. The rule provided 
that all proceedings touching appropriations should 
first he discussed and considered in Committee of 


for the discussion of the appropriation was upon 
this bill. 
quired that this bili go ic & committee. 





eee CCC 


table. 


bill, in order (he said) that they might understand 
its provisions. 

The bill was read, (as above.) 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired if the amount of the 
bill could not be paid out of an appropriation here- 
tofore made. 

The SPEAKER. 


does not require to be committed. 
Mr. ASHMUN. I think the Chair is right. 


not counted—it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision was sustained. 

The question recurring on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed — 





had been examined by the accounting officers, who 


| sustained the justice of the claim, but did not feel | 


| authorized to pay it without a special act. He 
briefly pointed out the particulars in which the 
claim did not come within the provisions of the 
general law, and showed the necessity for this 
special act. 
The bill was ordered to be~engrossed, read a 
third time and passed. - 
Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made an adverse report on the 
claim of Joel M. Acker. . 
Mr. R. moved to lay the report on the table. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON s 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. RICHARDSON acquiesced in the sugges- 
tion, although he expressed the opinion that the 
petitioner was not entitled to receive any compen- 
sation for the purpose which he asks. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON aaid, that was the ques- 
tion which he wished to have tried in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The question was taken, afid the matter was re- 
ferred to a committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution yesterday reported from 


' Mr. FOWLER moved to lay the appeal on the || a bill to establish a line of mail steamers to the 


|| coast of Africa, for the suppression of the slave 
Mr. ASHMUN ealled for the reading of the 


jadgment of the || printed. 
| ; 
|| the Committee on Naval Affairs was discharged 
|| from the consideration of several memorials of 
|| sundry citizens of Vermont, Maine, Pennsylva- 


On motion by Mr STANTON, of Tennessee, 


nia, North Cagolina, Ohio, Illinois, and Connec- 


|| ticut, praying for the use of national vessels to 


transport delegates to the Peace Congress to be 
holden in the city of Frankfort, in Germany, and 
they were ordered Yo lie on the table. 


On motion by Mr. S., the Committee on Naval 


|| Affairs was discharged from the further considera- 


|| tion of the following memorials; and they were 
|| referred to the Committee on Commerce, viz: 


Mr. THOMPSON, of "Pennsylvania, suggested, || 
as a point of order, that the appeal was not de- } setts, asking for fishing bounties due on his 
The SPEAKER said, in the opinion of the || 


The petition of John Safford and others, owners 
of the schooner Volney, of Beverly, Massachu- 


schooner; and 
The petition of C. H. Lee and others, of Cha- 


|| tauque, New York, praying Congress to pass & 


| 


yen Z ) || law allowing American built la, that have b 
bill was small, yet the principle involved in the | ' “i meen) 7 


| any means become the property of foreigners, to 
|| be registered in this country as American vessels, 
|| on their becoming again the property of American 
|| citizens. 


' 
| 
| Mr. 8., from the same committee, made an ad- 


|| verse report on the petitions of Sidney Henshaw, 


It is upon that construction || 
of the bill that the Chair has ruled that the bill |, 


The question was taken, and—by ayes 87, noes | 


gested that it be re- | 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


Mr. FEATHERSTON said that this account || 


| 





: \| John Pierce, Duncan Bradford, and William Fliye, 
the Whole on the state of the Union; the place || Jate professors of mathematics in the United States 


|| navy, asking four months’ extra pay while in said 


The spirit and provision of the rule re- || 


service; and it was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 


trade and the purposes of commerce and coloniza- 
| tion; which was rea a first and second time by 

its title, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, with the report ac- 
| companying, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, to which was 
reféfted the memorial of the Memphis Conven- 
tion, asking Congress to order a survey of the 
several routes for a railroad from the Mississippi 
| valley to the Pacific ocean, reported a bill provi- 
ding for certain hydrographical and other surveys} 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and, with the report accompa- 
nying, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of William Guinard; which 


|| was read a first and second time by its ttle, re- 


ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the report accompanying, ordeted to be 
printed. 

Mr. LEVIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph Rad- 
cliff; which was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the report accompanying, or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval 

Affairs, reported back, without amendment, Senate 
bill entitled ** An act for the relief of Thomas M. 
Taylor and Francis B. Stockton;”’ which wae re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
| made the order of the day for to-morrow. 
Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
| Foreign Affairs, to whom had been referred a num- 
ber of memorials on the subject of claims for 
French spoliations, reported back the same. 

Mr. McC. said that the Committee on Foreign 
Affzirs had already reported a bill on the subject, 
which had been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and he moved, 
therefore, that these memorials be referred to the 
game committee. 
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Ordered uccordingly. 


On motion by Mr. BUEL, the Committee o 
Poreign Affairs was discharged from the further | 
consideration of sundry petitions upon the oo ey | 
of French spoliations; and they were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the || 
Union having charge of the bill on that subject. 

Mr. FITCH rose and asked the unanimons | 
consent of the House to submit a motion that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union || 
be discharged from the further gonsideration of the || 
House bill, No. 250, heretofore reported from the || 
Committee on the Territories, and which had been | 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, viz: “A bill to create the office | 
of Surveyor General of the public Jands in Ore- 

on, and to ‘provide for the survey, and to make || 

onatiors to setilers on the said public lands.”’ 

Mr. THURSTON desired to be informed by || 
the Speaker what would be the effect of the motion || 
of the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Fircu] if it 
should prevail? . 

The SPEAKER. If the motion of the gentle- | 
man from Indiana should be agreed to, the effect || 
will be to bring the bill before the House for its || 
action. | 

Mr. THURSTON. After the bill shall have 


come before the House, will it be in order to offer || 














any amendment to it, which has not been offered || 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union? 

The SPEAKER. If the bill should be brought | 
before the House upon this motion, all motions | 
rade or action had in Committee of the Whole on | 
the efute of the Union, will be passed by. The | 
House could not have any knowledge of the pro- | 
ceedings of the committee, and the bill will be | 
open to amendment 

Mr. THURSTON. Then! hope that the motion || 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Fitcn] will 
be agreed to. I] 

Mr. BISSELL rose to inquire what the bill | 
waer 

The title of it had not been stated, but some 
member replied to Mr. Brsseci, that it was the 
Oregon Land Bill. 

Mr. ASHMUN inquired of the Speaker, 
whether unanimous consent would not be required 
to enable the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Firce) 
to make his motion? 

The SPEAKER qid, the Chair had so stated. 

Objection was made. Hy 

So the motion of Mr. Fircu was not enter- || 
tained. 


Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported back, without amend- | 
| 
| 


ment, and with a recommendation that it be re- | 
jected, the bill from the Senate entitled “ An act || 
for the relief of Margaret L. Worth, widow of the | 
late General Worth, of the army of the Untied || 
Staies,”’ 

Mr. WALDO said that this bill directed the 
Secretary of the loterior to place the name of || 
Margaret L. Worth, widow of the late Brevet Ma- || 
jor General Worth, on the pension roll, at the rate || 
of fifty dollars per month from the 7th day of | 
May, 1849, during her natural life. This bill has || 
been before the House and discussed at some || 
length some time since, and referred to the Com- || 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, who immedi- | 
ately considered it, but have been unable to report || 
it until now. He remarked that the provisions of || 
this bill made two important changes in our | 
present pension system. In the first place, it gives |, 
a pension to a widow for life, and not during 
widowhood; and in the second place, the amount 
of the pension is not limited to the half pay of a | 
lieutenant colonel, but is increased to the sum of | 
six hundred dollars per annum, a larger annuity 
than was given to the widow of any soldier since 
the war of the Revolution. 

He further said, that there was now no law al- 
lewing any gratuity to a class of persons of which 
Mrs. Worth is one; and the friends of this bill 
urge its passage on account of the high character, 
and long and meritorious services of the late la- 
mented General Worth. The committee, he said, 
were unanimous in ing testimony to the || 
gallantry, fidelity, and patriotism of that officer; 
and they deepiy regretted that they could do no 





more to tuate the many virtues 80 conspicu- 
ous in his character and life. But the committee || 





could n: t distinguish between the services of Gen- 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL 


\| should be referred to the Committee of the Whele 


| referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 


; 








eral Worth, and that of other gallant officers and 
soldiers of our late army; and if the respect of 
the committee is to be shown to each in the same 
manner, they would feel themselves bound to 


'| recommend a bill for a general law, placing all the 


widows of the officers and soldiers of our army 
upon the same basis. But the majority of the 


| committee are not prepared to take this step at 


present, inasmuch as it would very materially in- 
crease the amount, already very large, wanted for 
the annual payment of pensions, and would also | 


| very materially change the principle upon which 


But he said 
he did not now rise to advocate the report of the 


} 
our system of pensions is founded. | 
committee, but simply to state the principles upon 


| which it was placed; and having been requested 
| by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Fearu- 
| ErsTON,| who has the bill in charge, to allow him 
|| to make a motion in relation to this report, he 


cheerfully yielded to him the floor for that purpose. 
Mr. FEATHERSTON suggested that the bill 


GLOBE. 





Aug. ] 
i fc 
The petition of Joseph Carter, praying to si ‘ 
scribed on the revolutiona nsion ro a 
United States, 2 
Mr. W. also, from the same comm} 
ported a bill for the relief of Captain Robert Wi 
son, of South Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to a Commit; 
of the Whole House, and, with the report acco = 
panying, ordered to be printed. e 
r. EVANS, of Ohio, from the Committee o 
Revolutionary Pensions, made an adverse report 
on the petition of Sarah Foster, the widow of 
Joseph Follingsby, for a revolutionary pension. 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 
Mr. SACKETT, from the Committee on Rey. 
olutionary Pensions, made adverse reports in the 
following cases, which were severally ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed, viz: 
The petition of the children of Josiah Knio} 
for arrears of pension; 7 
The petition of John Ferris, for a pension from 





| the period of 1820 to 1829, which he had not re. 


on the state of the Union, where it might be con- | ceived, because he did not perfect his papers to 


sidered. And he moved that it take that direction. 


lt was due, he said, to the character and services |} 
| of the late General Worth that it should have at 
|| least respectful consideration. 


The motion having been agreed to, the bill was | 


report, was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Revolv- | 
tionary Pensions, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do not 
ass, Senate bill entitled an act for the relief of | 
Saery McRea. 
On motion, the bill was laid upon the table. 


Mr. W., from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, made ailverse reports on the following 
petitions, which were severally ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of Samuel T. Harrison and other | 
heirs of William Harrison, deceased; of Mary 
Delaney; of Eliza Vethake; of Levi Nichols; of | 





| William E. Parkman and others; of Ann Temple || 
Green;of Maria Nicholson and Elizabeth R. Nich- |! 


olson; of Abigail Davis; of William B. Godwin; 


/and the resolutions of the States of Kentucky | 


and Pennsylvania, relative to the grant of bounty | 


‘| land to the soldiers of the revolutionary and last 
| wars, 


Mr. W.., from the same committee, reported the | 
following bills; which were severally read a first | 
and second time by their tides, referred to a Com- 


| mittee of the Whole House, and, with the reports 


A bill for the relief of Susanna Tarn, the widow 
of John Tarn, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of Christiana Weber, the 
widow of John Weber, deceased. 


Mr. W., from the same committee, made ad- 


|| verse reports in the following cases, which were 
| severally ordered to lie on the table and be print- 
| ed, viz: 


The petition of Wm. K. Blair, former pension 
agent at Jonesboro’, Tennessee; and of John W. 
Campbell, former pension agent at Jackson, Ten- 
nessee, asking for compensation for services ren- 
dered while in said office; 

The petition of John C. Van Duzen, asking 
for pensions for the widows of all revolutionary 
soldiers; 

The petition of Eliza Kirby, widow of the late 
aaannel Kirby, for a change of the pension laws; 
an 

The petition of Henrietta M. Stewart and Re- 

ecca L. Weaver, for relief for services rendered 
by their father, Aquila Stinchcomb, in the revo- 
lutionary war. 


accompanying, ordered to be printed, viz: 
| 


Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on Revo- || 


lutionary Pensions, made adverse reports in the 
following cases, which were severally ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of Joseph Hernden, praying for an 
increase of his revolutionary pension; 

The petition of Frederick Fishback and Sophia 
his wife, praying for the commutation pay alleged 
to be due Colonel William Yates, for services in 
the revolutionary war; 

The petition of Jéseph Plumb, praying to be 
inscribed on the revolutionary pension roll of the 
United States, under the act of the 7th of June, 
1832; and 






| entitle him under the act of 1820 until 1829, 

The petition of Francis Hutinack for a pension 
under the act of 1818, instead of the act of 1839, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported the following 
bills; which were severally read a first and secon? 
time by their titles, referred to a Committee of the 

Whole House, and, with the reports accompany. 
| ing, ordered to be printed, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Amos Knapp; and 

A bill for the relief of Hugh W. Wormly, of 
Alabama. 


Mr. MATTESON, from the Committee on Jp. 
| valid Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
were severally read a first and second time by their 
title, and, with the reports accompanying, ordered 
| to be printed, viz: a 

A bill for the relief of Collin Andrews; and 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. Catharine Clark, 

Mr. AVERETT, from the Committee on Ip. 
valid Pensions, made the following reports; which 
were severally ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed, viz: 


ley, and Jacob Carter, for pensions; ard 
| The petitions of Joseph Cross, and David Cow- 
den, asking pensions for services rendered and in- 
juries received in the war of 1812 with Great 
Britain. ro 
Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on In- 
| valid Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
| were severally read a first and second time by their 
titles, referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 


| 





end, with the reports accompanying, ordered to be 
printed, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Cornelius Hughes, of 
| Tennessee; and 
| A bill for the gelief of John Campbell, of Maine. 

Mr. H. also, Poin the same committee, reported 
| a bill for the relief of Isaac Seymour, of the Stace 
of Mississjppi; which was read a first and second 
time by its title. 
| Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, briefly explained 
| the circumstances of the case, and the claims 
| which it had upon the prompt action of the House. 
| The petitioner had been a soldier in the Florida 
war; had lost his leg in consequence of wounds 
received; had been left, in consequence, a miserable 
| cripple, and now asked from the Government the 
smal! pittance provided for in the bill, as a means 
of meeting his necessities. Asat present situated, 
he had not the means of purchasing a_ loaf of 
bread. He (Mr. B.) hoped, therefore, that the 
bill would not take its place on the calendar, but 
that, in consideration of the urgent necessity of the 
case, it would be put upon its passage. 

Mr. CONGER made a remark, of which noth- 
ing was heard by the reporter. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair cannot hear the 
gentleman fr New York, (Mr. Concer.} 

Mr. CONGER desired to remark, he said, that 
for anything he knew the bill might be a very prop- 
er subject for the favorable action of Congress, 
but he desired tfme and opportunity to examine 
the bill and the report, which he presumed accom- 
panied it; and he did not think that it was proper 
| to take up'the time of the House in discussing the 
| merits of the bill in the morning hour. He, there- 
| fore, moved that it be referred to the Committee 

of the Whole on the state of the Union. 








The petitions of Asa Derrington, Michael Bai- . 
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“The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, or to the Committee of the 

; 
Wi CONGER. I will move to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whoie. 

Mr. HOUSTON desired to inquire of the gen- 
dean from Mississippi, (Mr. Brown,] why a 

| act was necessary in this case; and whether 
be general law, applicable to this class of cases 
did not apply t9 it? 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, explained, that 
the law required the observance of certain techni- 
calities which could not be observed in this case. 
The invalid myst prove by an officer in the army 
that he was wounded in the service; and he must 
prove by another officer, and a surgeon, that he 
ost his leg in consequence of the wound. The 
dificulty in this case was, that the commander 

was dead, and the surgeon was dead. The records, 
nfortunatel were not legal proof. He left the 
service, and the limb was taken off by a private 
surgeon, the amputation having been rendered ne- 
cessary by the wound received in the service. 

Mr. HOUSTON desired further to be informed 

whether the bill had been reported by a com- 
pittee. 
; Mr. BROWN explained, that it had been re- 
orted from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
I reply to the objection raised by the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Conesr,] Mr. B. repre- 
sented oa condition of the petitioner to be, to his 
(Mr. B.’s) own knowledge, most destitute—de- 
pending for daily support upon individual contri- 
butions, and having slept, as he had done during 
the cold spring nights, in the open air. 

Mr. DUER demanded the previous question. 

There was a second. And the main question 
was ordered; being, first, on the motion to refer the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; and, being taken, was decided in the 
negative. 

So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote, and that that motion be 
laid upon the table. 

Ordered accordingly. 


Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made adverse reports in the follow- 
ing cases; which were severally ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed, viz: 

The petitions of Robert Ramsay, Daniel Pal- 
mer, Isaac Plummer, Moses W. Hunt, Boon- 
er, of the county of ‘Washington, State of Maine, 
for an increase of pension; 

The petition of Bela Sprague, of New York, for 
a pension; 

The petition of Richard Ooathout, askingfor the 
allowance of a pension from the date of his appli- 
cation to the period at which the pension was 
granted; 





The memorial of Gen. Wallis Foulke, of Car- |! 


lisle, Pennsylvania, praying for an invalid pension 
for services rendered in the war of 1812, as cap- 
tain in the 22d regiment of infantry in ths United 
States army; 

The petition of Samuel Smith, of Waterborough, 
Maine, for arrearages of pension; 

The. memorial of Daniel Matzanbaugh, of Giles 
county, Tennessee, praying for a pension on ac- 
count of disabilities incurred in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain; 

The petition of Enoch Dobyns, a blind man, 
for services rendered in the war of 1812; and 

The petition of Richard Robinson, of Dutchess 
county, New York, praying for relief for wounds 


received in the naval service, in the war of 1812, 
1813, 1814, 


CHOLERA AND THE APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DUER rose and said, that as it was well 
known that the cholera had made its appearance 
at no great distance from us, and that as no man 
could tell how soon it might be amongst us here, 
it was important that thee House should proceed 
48 rapidly as possible with the appropriation bills; 
and with that view, he would move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union. 

The question was taken, and the vote steod— 
ayes 70, noes 35. 








































THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. INGE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Wax.po and 
Oaxe were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers re- | 
edated-—ngin 91, noes 34. 


FORTIFICATIONS. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- || 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Disney in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill making appropriations for 
certain fortifications of the United States for the 
year ending 30:h June, 1851. 

The questions pending were the motion of Mr. 
Grppines to strike out the item appropriating 


$15,000 for defensive works and barracks near De- | 


troit, Michigan, and the motion of Mr. Gorman 
to reduce the amount to $12,000, 

The question was taken separately on these 
amendments, and they were rejected. 

Mr. OTIS moved that the committee rise and | 
report the bill. 

The motion was not received. 

The following item being under consideration: 


“ For fortifications at outlet of Lake Champlain, $15,000,” | 


Mr. GORMAN moved an amendment to strike || 


out “ fifteen’’ and insert ‘ five.’’ 


The question was taken, and the amendment || 


was rejected. 
The next item being under consideration, viz: 


*¢ For defensive works and barracks at narrows of Penob- 
scot river, Maine, $20,000,” 


Mr. BURT moved (poe fiiewn) to strike out this | 


item. 

He desired to say that he did not agree with 
gentlemen who had declared in this House their 
opposition to the whole system of fortifications. 


He thought it was highly indiscreet in this com- | 


mittee to undertake that most impracticable and 
preposterous policy of fortifying the whole lake 
and sea-coast of the United States. 


the United States, such as Boston, New York, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, Charleston, New Orleans, 
and Mobile. He should move to strike out of this 
bill every single appropriation for the repairs of 
fortifications and the erection of barracks. It was 
one of the striking features of this bill, that some, 


$30,000 were asked to be appropriated for three or | 


four distinct works for repairs of fortifications, 
barracks, sea-walls, and. permanent wharves. 
desired to know of the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means—who had reported this bill 


these appropriations was desired for these several 
objects. When he was called upon to vote 


$30,000 for four objects, he desired to know how | 


much was wanted for each. 

He had another objection to this bill. 
that (as he understood it to be conceded by the 
Committee of Ways and Means) it was reported 
without any scrutiny of theirs, not on their own in- 
vestigation and inquiries, but upon the estimates 
made by the officers of the Government, which 


were submitted to that committee. He desired to | 
know whether this committee were going to vote | 


every dollar asked for without inquiry or estimate 
by the House. He desired to know, in regard to 
the officers’ barracks provided for in this bill, 
whether they were to be of marble or of hewn 
stone, (as some of them were,) or why they were 
asked atall. He thought this House, if it per- 
formed its duty, if it met the responsibility im- 
posed upon it, would vote understandingly upon 
this question. He said the very large appropria- 
tion of $35,000. was asked “for Fort Adams, 


Newport harbor, Rhode Island, and permanent | 


quarters and barracks thereat. * He desired to 
know what description of barracks and quarters 
were designed to be constructed under this appli- 
cation. He believed—and if he was mistaken, he 
trusted the honorable chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means would correct him—that at 
that fort there were but one company of artillery, 
composed, under our skeleton system of the army, 
of forty-two men; and that these, in addition to 
all the musicians, artificers, commissioned officers, 
and all others at that fort, numbered about ninety 
men. He asked this committee, if the Committee 
on Military Affairs, or any other committee, on its 
own responsibility, had brought in a bill making | 
such an appropriation as that, whether some ex- 


nation would pat cane Bean ired? or was it 
E because this was & kind of | 


to be thought, that 





| 
| river stricken out. 
| 
| 
\\ 


The fortifica- | 
tions should be confined to the principal cities of || 


He | 


It waa, || 





omnibus bill, containi me appropriations far 
everybody, it was not re to be examined or 
|| questioned? He hoped not; and he hoped they 
would at least reduce some of the appropriation. 

The hammer fell. 

Mr. B. withdrew his amendment at the request 
| of Mr. Orts. 

Mr. OTiS renewed the amendment and said 
the gentleman from South Carolina asks to have 
the appropriation for the narrows at Penobscot 
The superintending engi- 

neer asked for $75,000; but the chief engineer and 
committee have cut it ‘down to $20,000, less than 
| one third of what would be required to complete 
the work. The gentleman says, he is opposed to 
| all appropriations except intended for the defence 
_ of large cities, or important points. Now | under- 





| take to say there is not a more important point 
| where a defensive work is required than this. It 
| is on a large river, deep enough to float the largest 
|| ship in the navy, and broad enough, and capa- 
|| cious enough to contain half the ships in our mer- 
|| chant service. It is below the flourishing city of 
|| Bangor, the towns of Hampden, Frankfort, and 
|| Bushford, and surrounded by an extensive and 
important section of country. [t is upon a river 
which would be ina line with Quebec, and within 
thirty-six hours sail of Halifax, the great’ naval 
depdt in America for the British fleet. There is 
achief line of coast in Maine of more than three- 
hundred miles, and she is the third State in the 
Union in the amount of her tonnage. She isa 
frontier State, with a line adjoining the British pos- 
sessions of Canada and New Brunswick of more 
| than five hundred miles. This fortification and 
| the two at Portland, with a small one at East- 
| port, are the only works of defence for the whole 
coast and frontier. This work is needed to pro- 
\| tect our shipping which may take shelter im the 
|| Penobscot above the fortification. At the same 
ume it will keep a force at bay while the country 
could be aroused and brought in to secure the towns 
| and country above it. It combines the double ob- 
|| ject for which these works are mtended and re~- 
quired. It is to protect and secure large and im. 
| portant interests in a frontier State while time will 
| be required to concert a large force. 1 do not com- 
|| plain because this bill appropriates $450,000 to the 
South, while it gives only a litth more than 
|| $300,000 to the North. ‘These sums are to be ex- 
pended for the common defence of our common 
|| country, and | will not stop to inquire whether the 


,» || Sums are to be expended North or South, East or 
and who was responsible for it—how much of 


|| West. Of this appropriation in this bill $200,900 
|| is for the defence of the Mississippi and its ap- 
|| proaches. The short ume allowed for these re- 

marks will not admit of entering into a consider- 


tion *ef the general principle of the bill. 

{Mr. O. referred to the following notes in relation 
to this subject prepared for this debate: 

Fortirications or Maiwwe.— Works on a fron~ 
tier or seaboard have two objects: 

1. Local. As covering a harbor, a river, a com- 
munication, a city, a district of country. 

2. General. Affecting the large operations of a 
campaign—taking the place of an army or armies 
of observation, requiring, say only one fourth or 
one fifth of the force which would otherwise.be 
required, and rendering avuilable for the campaiga 
the remaining three fourths or four fifths. 

Thus in Maine: A work is required at Bucks- 
| port, to cover Bangor and the back country, and 
| affording a harbor of refuge for shipping. Aad 
|| for similar purposes works are required at Portland 
|| and the mouth of the Kennebec. Works at Port- 
| land would cover the great railroad communication 

with Montreal. 

| The whole coast of Maine is within striking 
distance of the great naval depdt at Halifax. A 
powerful steam marine could in thirty-six hours 
reach any point of her coast. In case of war with 
England, her policy would be, by a powerful and 
rapid blow, to isolate Maine, and secure the com- 
munication with the Canadas: With the works at 
Portland, and at the mouth of the Kennebec and 
Penobscét, she could not do this. We could rely 
| upon our’ militia to ward off all such attempts for 
| 

| 





a time at least, say fifleen or twenty days. In a 
well organized campaign, this period would be de- 
cisive. Our whole force could be sent against 
the main object. Without works it would have 
to be divided, and a vastly larger force would 
have to be calied out. 
Suppose there are no works, and England 
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ns the campaign by seizing Maine. Her first 
oon would be to taal works to make good her 
hold, Let ua build the works ourselves, and let 
England take them if she can. Let us lay siege 
to her Montreal, her Quebec, her Halifax, not to 
works planted by her on our own soil. Let us take 
time by the forelock, build our own works and 
prevent this batter. 

Errect or Fortirications mw trun Mexican 
W san—Gewerar Taywon's Line.—1. Fort Brown 


heid out sixty hours against an immensely supe- | 


rior Mexican force; held securely the flank of the 
line resting on the Rio Grande, and rendered the 
victories of Palo Alto and the Resaca more deci- 
sive. 

2. Defences of Monterey enabled the Mexicans 
tc hold out three days, and inflicted a very heavy 
loss on the American force. In the quarter at- 
tacked by General Taylor, a Mexican force, 
which, in the open field would have as easily been 
repulsed as on the field of Palo Alto, kept up an 
incessant cannonade for two days, compelled the 
Americans to resort to works in their turn, and 
for a time seemed to render doubtful the ultimate 
success, . 

3. On the field of Buena Vista, Washington’s 


battery, which held the road, was protected and | 


made strong by a parapet. 

4. Point Isabel, Fort Brown, Monterey,: and 
Saltillo are all instances of positions made secure 
by works. They added greatly to the military 
strength of the line, and enabled the commanding 
General to keep in advance a large proportion of 
his troops. 

Gewnenat Scotr’s Line.—1. City of Vera Cruz 
held out for a fortnight, and required a regular in- 
vestment and siege; the garrison, a poor descrip- 
tion of troops, being less than one half the invest- 
ing force. 

2. in the battle of the Cerro Gordo, General 
Pillow’s column was repulsed by troops behind 
breast-works. 

3. In the valley of Mexico, in consequence of 
formidable works on the eastern approach, the 
whole army was obliged to make the toilsome 
march around Chalco, involving four days’ delay. 
Great losses grew out of the positions of the ene- 
my being detended by works. Thus at the battle 
of Churubusco two of the main points, the Con- 
vent and the Tete de Pont, were covered by strong 
field works armed with guns. At the battle of 
Molino the enemy’s line was flanked by an old 
field work and by strong stone buildings defen- 
sively arranged, In the operations against the 
city, the forufied position of Chapultepec required 
the establishment of batteries and a cannonading 
of thirty-six hours. And the great losses of that 
day grew out of the obstinate resistance of the 
Mexicans behind their works. Thus General 
Quitman’s column suffered an immense loss in 
aitacking the little batteries resisting their advance 
from the base of Chapultepec to the gate of Belen. 
And on carrying the gate he could go no further 
for the time in consequence of the severe fire from 
the citadel, 

4. General Childs, with five hundred effectives, 
held Puebla against eight thousand Mexicans. 
His position being the heights crowned with the 
works commanding the city and the adjacent 
suburbs. 

5. Works exerted a great influence in maintain- 
ing the line, reducing garrisons to a minimum, 
and increasing the force at the head of the column 
to the greatest possible amount. Thus Vera Cruz, 
Jalapa, Perote, Puebla, and the city of Mexico 
were ali defended by works, either constructed by 
the Mexicans themselves, or subsequently by the 
Americans, and thus reduced the force required to 
maintain these places at least one half. 

6. in the other theaters of operations in Mexico, 
works played a more or less important part.] 

Mr. BAYLY Se epotar his very great surprise 
at the remarks of the gentieman from South Car- 
olina, particularly after what he had said, and two 
or three times repeated. The gentleman assumed 
that on fixing the items of this bill, the Committee 
of Ways and Means had taken the estimates of 
the engineers, and followed them blindly. Now, 
he (Mr. B.) had said, over and over again, that 
though they had paid great respect to the rec- 
ommendations of the engineers who had the 
charge of these works—he repeated it—they had 
taken pains to examine every item. They had 
applied to the engineer department for all the infor- 
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mation which they could farnish; and there was 
not an item which they did not scrutinize and 
believe to be proper. 

Now, the gentleman from South Carolina had 
said, that he was not against all these fortifica- 
tions; that he would be willing to grant those 


| which were for the protection of our large cities, 
| but that elsewhere they were unnecessary. Now, 


he (Mr. B.) undertook to say, that there were 
very few fortifications in the United States which 
were not placed as the gentleman thought they 
ought to be. Our system of fortifications origina- 


| brought over, just after the close of the late war | 


with Great Britain, for this very purpose, 


He | 


_ would put the military knowledge and experience 
| of that distinguished engineer against those of the 


| gentleman from South Carolina. 
| man had sought an item to which his remarks 
| would not apply, this, for the defences at. the nar- 
| rows of the Penobscot fiver, was the very one that 
|| he should have selected. 
| ture by the British in the late war of the John 
| Adams, that had taken refuge in the Penobscot, 


If the gentle- | 


He referred to the cap- | 


which he said was owing to the want of this very 
fortification ; and the vessel was destroyed. More 


| werelost. That very capture had suggested the ne- 


| as carefully as he had, would say that this appro- 


| should move to strike out the item of twenty thou- | 








| cessity for this fortification, and he undertook tosay, 


than half a million of dollars of private property | 
} 


that no gentleman who had examined the subject 


priation ought to be discontinued. The engineer | 


| upon the spot recommended $75,000. All this bill | 
| proposed was $20,000; and yet this small sum | 


was to be withheld as an appropriation, the ne- 
cessity of which he had adverted ‘to, and which 
had been suggested and demonstrated by the losses 
sustained at this very place in the late war. 

Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. FULLER renewed the amendment, (pro 
forma,) and said: He regretted that the honorable 
gentleman from South Carolina, while he declared | 
himself as not entirely opposed to the general bill, | 


sand dollars, as reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, * for defensive works and bar- | 
racks of Penobscot river.’”’ 

He regarded Fort Knox, at the Narrows, as 
one of the most important points selected, for de- 
fensive works, on the Atlantic coast. Indeed, itis 
almost the only one upon the sea-board of Maine, 
with the exception of the defences at the entrance 
of Portland harbor. 

It is important, sir, to the commercial State 
which I have the honor, in part, to represent, for 
many reasons. Fort Knox is located about mid- 
way on our three hundred miles of sea-board, and 
measuring over four times that distance by its in- 
dentations. It is within fifteen hours sail-of Hali- 
fax, the great naval depdt of Great Britain for her 
North American possessions. Maine isa frontier 
State upon three sides. She is the third State in 
this Union in her tonnage. 

The whole number of ships, barques, and brigs 
built in the United States for the year 1848, was 
428, of which Maine furnished 248. The whole | 

} 
| 





number of ships and brigs built for the year 1849 
is 346, of which Maine furnished 226. Her ex- 
tended sea-board may literally be said to be | 
whitened with her canvass, and where, I ask, may | 
her mercantile marine seek for refuge in time of | 
danger and peril, if there are no fortifications | 
erected to protect her shipping. | 

It was in the rear of this very fortification, and | 
for the want of a similar defence, in the war of 
1812, that the frigate John Adams was destroyed 
and a halfa million of property besides. 1 trust, 
sir, ho parsimonious views will defeat the appro- 
priation for so necessary and important work of 
national defence. 

I make no remarks, sir, in defence of the system, 
for it has been too long established, and I regard 
it as the settled policy of the country. 

Mr. F. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. SAVAGE renewed it, and said he was not 


-in favor of ome increase of these fortifications, at | 
e 


the same time he was not in favor of the abandon- 
ment of themall. He thought the 8ystem wise at | 
the time when it had originated; but the change 
in the means of warfare and of defence had been 
such as to render the system far less necessary. 
He thought these appropriations were camel 
meritorious; and that while it was not necessary 
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i barracks. 

|| been for thirty years engaged in building works of 
| 
| 


| of good. 


|| Why, what are these repairs mainly? They are 
|| for laying out beautiful grounds, with gravel 
|| walks and ornamental trees and shrubs, and splen- 
|| did houses for officers’ quarters. I admit that these 


| sed this bill. 


Aug. 1, 
to increase their number, those al is cote. 
ence should be preserved. It me, dew 4 
provide comfortable barracks for our officers; the 

| fortifications were barracks, depéts for ya 

| which we should have to build elsewhere, if thes 
| did not exist. He epoke of a visit he had pag 
| to Fort Hamilton, and of the improvements there 
| going on; and expressed a doubt whether the 

| were necessary to the extent they were eine 
made. He was not in favor of a final abandon. 


|| ment of the system, but of keeping up the present 
|| works, 

ted under the direction of General Bernard, the || 
_ablest engineer in the French army, whom we had 


Mr. S. withdrew the amendment. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois, renewed it: He said 
| Lintend to vote against this bill unless it is great), 
| modified; and as I have little expectation that it 
| will be so modified, I wish to express briefly some 
_of the reasons for the vote | shall give. The bjj) 

proposes to expend some $740,000 for forts ang 
For this I see no reason. We hays 
defence at the expense of as many millions, and 
| would like for any man to show me one particle 


If we have expended $30,000,000 in 
|| thirty years and have received no benefit from it, 
is it not quite as probable that as much more may 
| 
| 


be expended to just as little purpose? In the preg. 
ent condition of the Treasury, with the heavy na. 
tional debt that is hanging over us, I for one am 
unwilling to vote a dollar which is not imperatively 
demanded by the public service; and as this is one 


|| of the great drains upon the Treasury, I wish to 


stop it. Ido not desire to destroy the works al- 
_ ready constructed, but these yearly appropriations 
of near a million of dollars, most of which is for 
| **repairs’’—but I do wish to see these expendi- 
| tures for repairs cut down to the lowest notch. 


| quarters should be comfortable, but if our farmers 
should see the splendid dwellings eree'ed for our 
military officers, and contrast them with their own 
humble tenements, they would demand a correc- 
tion of the abuse of the public money. 

The committee say that they have reported their 
bill on the estimates of the engineers, and they 
bestow very high encomiums upon their skill and 
intelligence. Now, this may be true, but |, for 
one, am not willing to take their reports as evi- 
dence for me to vote whatever they ask. They 
no doubt are anxious to continue in employ all 
those whom they have dependent upon them; and 
we may reach a point where men will be making a 
clamor for employment from the public, as they 
now doin France. The engineers, too, no doubt 
have a pride in being the constructors of great 
fortifications and castles. 

Ictinus is immortalized as the architect of the 
Parthenon, and Sir Christopher Wren as the 
builder of St. Paul’s. Why not a disciple of Pro- 
fessor Mahan make himself distinguished by co.- 
structing “a dyke on Drunken Dick Shoal, in 
Charleston harbor ?’’—for that is one of the items 

of appropriation in this bill. 

But we are told we must prepare for war. Why, 
sir, we have been an independent Government for 
more than seventy years, and no nation has ever 
declared war against us yet, and the ne 
that such an event will occur are daily diminish- 
ing. Whenever we engage in a war, it will be a 
war of our own making, and for which we can 
make our own preparation; and I venture, that in 
sixty days, every port, river, and harbor, can be so 
| fortified as to resist any attack whatever, either \0 

constructing water batteries or forts, like the old 
Palmetto, on Sullivan’s Island, which so gallantly 
repulsed Sir Peter Parker and his British squad- 
ron, in the Revolution. We need none of these 
expensive works, and for one, I shall oppose them 
whenever they come asking such expenditures 98 
is contemplated in this bill. We have expended 
already enough to construct a railroad to the Pa- 
cific ocean—an object of much greater importance 
to the country, in my judgment, than any of these 
forts and fortifications on the Atlantic sea-board. 
Mr. H. withdrew the amendment. 
Mr. ROOT renewed the Legere . the 
ur of saying a few words to those who op- 
Toned th F He hoped they would let the bill 
taken out of committee, and get it before the 
House, so that a vote may be taken there on these 
it embraced, was 








bill for all the various objects 
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itions to amend. He did not see much in 

pill which looked like fortifying the whole 
on. The whole sum appropriated by the 
more than sufficient to erect one fortification 
of importance. The sums appropriated here were 
jesigned for little more than laying out walks, 

ting shade-trees, and making the quarters of 
the officers comfortable. The object of the bill, 
therefore, 13 chiefly to farnish capital residences 
for the officers. hose, then, who are desirous of 


toe 
oLe cnailadlng in this bill. 
sppropriated—$20,000, . $15,000, $5,000, 9800. 
There are some larger items, it 1s true, But ail 
the appropriauions together are not sufficient to 
complete the erection ofa single important work, 
and to place it in a condition to remain. He 
would not attempt to speak in reference to all the 
fortifications contained in this bill, but in reference 
io some of them, he would say that they were 
perfectly useless. This was especially true as to 
some of the fortifications on our northwest fron- 
tier. The inhabitants of that frontier want no 
fortifications to keep foes out, all they desire is 
such as will keep friends in. All the trouble they 
had to experience was to keep their friends from 
wandering off. He trusted that genUemen would 
leave off snapping at this bill, and that they would 
consent to take the bill out of committee, and to 
permit it to go into the House, so that we may 
have a vote upon it. In his opinion, one item in 
this bill is about as good as any other, He was 
oing on to make some reference to Fortress Mon- 
roe, when the hammer fell. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, renewed the amend- 
ment. His preliminary remarks were uttered in 
such a low tone of voice as to be inaudible. He 
aliuded to the report of the Engineer Department, 
in which it was stated that the necessity for these 
fortifications was as imperative now as it had been 
at any previous part of eur history. He referred 
to the objections which had been urged by various 

ntlemen, to the effect that the people knew noth- 





ing about these fortifications, or of the manner in | 


which these appropriations were expended. How 
could the people be supposed to understand all 
_ these details? 
present system of fortifications had been com- 


menced under the supervision of one of Napoleon | 
Bonaparte’s principal Engineers, General Bernard, | 


who had been brought from France for the pur- 
pose. And now gentlemen rise here in the House 
of Representatives, and recommend the abandon- 
ment of the system. He admitted that it would 
be almost as wise to abandon the system, as to 
cripple the bill, so as to render it inadequate to the 
purposes for which it was reported. Some gentle- 
we objected to such large appropriations tor the 
ere purpose of building sea-walls, &c. He 
could say, in reference to the fortifications in the 
river Chesapeake, which was entirely designed for 
a water fortress, ndt a land fortification, as there 
was not a single foot of land near it. He reminded 


the committee that the present system had received | 


the cordial approbation of General Jackson, and 
had been carried on under the direction of the En- 
gineer Department. The policy we had pursued 


was to apprupriate small sums annually, on esti- | 


mates furnished by the engineers, of the sums 
which could be expended during the year. We 
ought certainly either to reject this bill, to aban- 
don the whole system at once, and let the large 
sums which have been already expended on it be 
thrown away, or take the bill as it has been re- 
| te on the estimates furnished by the Engineer 
Vepartment. These engineers have become tamil- 
lar with al the various localities, and have made 
these estimates from that knowledge, and the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have reduced the 
amounts below those specified in these estimates. 
The committee had recommended an aggregate ap- 
Propriation of something over seven hundred 
thousand dollars. He thought that these gentle- 
men also, who opposed this bill on the ground that 
it was merely intended to benefit certain officers in 
the employ of the Government, were entirely 
Wrong. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. EWING renewed the amendment. He 
said: | have listened with great anxiety to the de- 
bate on this bill, under the hope that some facts 
would be elicited, affording a sufficient ground for 
Opposition to part or all of its provisions, but in 
vain. We have heard frequent allegations as to 
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t the system of fortifications, will find | 
i These are sums | 





It was very well known that the | 
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the changes in military science superseding the |! tion in the present Congress. That gentleman said 
necessity of harbor fortifications, but no specifica- || yesterday that our revolutionary sires had never 
tions have been made, and po answer rendered to |) thought of resorting to this mode of defence. But 
the argument that coast defences are the only pro- || this is a great mistake. For does net that gentie- 
tection in war fur our towns and shipping. he || man remember that great and gallant exertions 
application of steam in propelling vessels, instead || were made, and made with triumphant success 
of diminishing has rather increased the necessity || too, by the heroes and patriots of the Revolution 
for these fortifications; there is not a harbor on || by fortifications and means like these. to defend 
our whole sea-board that, by the efforts of an effi- || the principal cities of that day along the Atlantic 
cient steam navy, might not be rifled and plun- || sea-board? Has the gentleman forgotien the gai- 
dered but for this protection, || lant and victorious defence of Fort Moultrie, in 

It is idle to tell us that the coast can be protected || front of Charleston, and of Red Bank on the 
by forts erected, and levies of soldiers made, in | Delaware, as well as others which might be men- 
ume of war; that along the whole line of sea-board, || tioned? He would take it upon himself to say that 
from Nantucket or Penobscot to Galveston, we || there was no foundation for this idea, and he would 
could keep our people ready to meet the accidental || challenge any gentleman on this floor to produce 


and uncertain visits of the enemy’s cruisers, and || any respectable military authority, European or 
American, to sustain this assertion. He would 


with fortifications hastily erected. Engineers, la- 
borers, money, and time, are all necessary for the || defy any gentleman to bring forward any respect- 
| able mulitary authority for such an idea. In the 


construction of forts sufficient to resist the bat- 
great wars in which Europe was involved in 


teries of ships of the line, and these preparations | 
must be made in time of peace. the early part of the present century, Napoleen 
had indeed demonstrated to the adjoining nations 








The small number of our ships of war as com- | 
pared with the immense tonnage of our commer- || and to the world, that mountains do not command 
cial marine, makes fortifications on our coast | plains; and that as a system of interior defences 
doubly necessary. We can afford less protection || along a coterminous frontier, as along the Rhine 
to our commerce in time of war than any other || and the Alps, fortifications were of littl or no 
great marine power in the world; and the only || avail against an invading army, because they could 
guardians of our shipping and our towns are these || easily be turned. But it should be borne in mind 
waich-dogs that stand at the entrance from the | that Napolean won his first laurels as an engineer 
ocean. The small number of our ships would also || on the sea-coast of France. That brilliant star, 
disable us from fighting in fleets or squadrons; and || which afterwards blazed with so much splendor 
as a necessary consequence, it must often happen |, over Europe, and which first arose amid one great 
that when a hostile fleet was upon our coast, even | conflagratior,, only to culminate and wane amid a 
our ships of war would frequently take refuge || still greater one at Moscow, it should be remem- 
under the guns of our shore batteries. We are || bered, first broke upon the admiration of France 


| often asked when these harbor fortifications ever || amid the glare of the burning fleet at Toulon. 


afforded gny protection? Gentlemen forget the || This fleet of the enemy was entirely destroyed or 
whole history of our last war with England: even || driven out of the harbor by the fortifications and 
the gallant Lawrence, in the Constitution, lay for || defences devised and commanded by Napoleon 
some time in Boston harbor before he was ready himself, and it was there he won his first laurels, 
to make his gallant but unfortunate fight with the || and laid the foundation of his future fame. 

Shannon. This, however, is only a solitary, but It was suggested only some three or four years 
conspicuous instance of temporary protection. || since, that the Island of Great Britain should be 
Our commercial marine was, to a considerable de- || fortified by a system of coast-defences; and where 
gree, covered during that war, and our only com- || did it find its most distinguished and illustrious 
plaint was, that we had not a larger number of || champion and advocate? Tt was in the person of 
such forts, so as to insure a still greater amount || the Iron Duke; for we all know that the proposed 
of defence. || measure was earnestly espoused, and warmly ad- 

The commerce of the South and West is as || vocated by the Duke of Wellington, who ardently 
deeply interested in protection as that of the North. || approved of it. But it was not adopted, because of 
We may not own the shipping or import largely || the millions of pounds sterling which Great Britain 
on our own account; but our cotton, tobacco, || is annually compelled to expend in support of her 
wheat, and corn are, to a large extent, carried || immense navy, on the magnitude of which, that 
across the ocean, and thus subjected to the dangers || Government chiefly relies to protect the kingdom 
of capture. These are, then, national defences, || against a foreign invasion. Besides, her great 
and necessary for the benefit of the whole country. || strength and her great power is in her navy, and 
They shall therefore receive my support, unless || the wooden walls with which she is able to fortif’ 
some new light is shed on the subject. and line her sea-coast, and in reference to whic 

Mr. E. withdrew the amendment. || her boast is, that— 

Mr. HOUSTON renewed the amendment. He |; 
could not forbear to express his surprise that many 
of the gentlemen who had most strenuously op- | 
posed this bill, on the ground that it appropriates 
about $725,000 for the purpose of completing the | 





‘ Britannia needs no bulwarks, 
No towers along the steep; 
Her march is o’er the mountain wave, 
Her home is on the deep.” 


Her greatest power is to be found in her navy, 








defences of the country, are the very gentlemen || which is at this moment as great nearly as all the 
who, but a few weeks ago, were the most vehe- rest of the navies of the world combined. 

mentand urgent for the passage ofa bill which ap- || The assertion, then, is not true,that this system 
propriated fifty millions of dollars’ worth of the |) of fortifications is an obsolete idea, and it cannot 
public lands as bounties to all the soldiers who || be sustained. It is true, indeed, as to interior lines 
had served in any of the various wars, Indian and || of defences against an invading army, and it had 
otherwise, in which the country had been engaged || been in a great measure abandoned, he believed, on 
since the year 1790. Yes, sir, these economical || the continent of Europe, because in the progress 

















































































































and gallant gentlemen are all very ready to appro- 
priate millions upon millions of dollars’ worth of 
the public domain to men who have served in any 
of these wars, whether they have rendered any 
real service to the country or not, or whether they 
have ever trod a battle-field, or unsheathed a sword 
in its defence. ‘They can vote away millions upon 


millions in bills for purposes like these, but when | 


a bill is proposed appropriating $700,000 for the 


are to find strength and security in time of war, 
they start at the extravagance of the appropriation, 
and raise a thousand objections to it. 

He would remark in regard to one of these ob- 
jections, that this was not the first time he had 
heard the assertion made in the present Congress, 
that this whole system of fortifications and de- 
fences which we were erecting along qur sea-coast, 
was an obsolete idea. The member from Ohio 
[Mr. Gippives} was the first, several months 
aince, to advance this new-fangled and modern no- 





|| the gentleman in assuming to judge of 





| of the science of war it had been discovered that 
|| the necessity for such defences had been super- 


seded. But upon the sea-board, and as a defence 
against the naval power and armed marine of a 
hostile nation in time of war, they were still main- 
| tained in every maritime State in Europe, and 
were deemed of as much importance and necessity 
as they ever were at any earlier and less enlight- 


|| ened period in their history. 
defences of the country, and in which these soldiers || 


Here the hammer fell. He withdrew the amend- 


ment. 
Mr. CARTTER. I will renew the amendment, 
with the view to a brief reply to some of the re- 
_ marks of the gentleman from the Detroit district, 
| made in answer to me, and which implied that, 
not being a military man, | was incapable of form- 
| ing a correct judgment upon the subject of the 
| fortification on the Detrow river, and that the 
| views which I expressed for that reason were of 
| no value. Sir, I will say nothing of the justice of 
N&ces- 
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sity of this work, while he denies the right of || 
adverse judgment on the part of others. I ac- || 
knowledge, that at the time | made my remarks | 
I had no other guide to judgment than my limited 
knowledge of the condition of the Detroit river, | 
of the commerce of the lakes, and the population |, 
bordering the lakes, that our merchant marine on || 
the lakes was capable of taking care of itself; that 
if it was not, this fort was located where it could 
not protect it; that to crowd it into the Detroit 
river was practically impossible, and if you got it | 
there it was more exposed to the Canada shore 
than it could be at any other point; that the fort 
was no protection to the interior, from the fact that 
an enemy could effect a landinganywhere. Now, 
sir, these remarks which the honorable gentleman 
charged me with making unadvisedly and rashly, I 
confess { did make without any other than my 
own observation and common sense, and did not 
expect for them any other effect than the reasons 
they furnished. Since making these remarks, J 
accidentally find myself sustained by military gen- 
tlemen of no mean reputation; and for the benefit 
of the gentleman, who seems to ae implicitly 
upon professional opinion, | will refer to them. 
General Cass, in 1836, as Secretary of War under 
General Jackson, and in answer to resolutions of 
the Senate touching the military and naval de- 
fences of the country, made a report which con- 
tained the following language in reference to this 
very kind of defence upon this Detroit river: 

“The resolution of the Senate embraces the inquiry into 
the expediency of constructing permanent fortifications in 
thie quarter. And this inquiry properly divides itself into | 
two branches: 

1st. The policy of fortifying the harbors on the lakes; 
and 

2d. The policy of commanding, by permanent works, 
the communications between them. 

“ Both of these measures presuppose that the naval su- | 
periority upon these waters may be doubtful. But it is dif- 
tieult to foresee the probable existence of any circumstances | 
which would give this ascendency to the other party. It is 
unnecessary to investigate the considerations which bear 
upon this subject, as they are too obvious to require exam- 
ination. They are to be seen and felt in all those wonder- 
ful evidences of increase and improvement which are now 
in such active operation. A victorious fleet upon these lakes 
could disembark an army at almost any point, If a harbor 
were closed by fortifications, they would only have to seek 
the nearest beach, and land their men froin boats, so that 
no defences we could construct would secure us against 
invasion ; and temporary block-houses and batteries would, 
probably, be found sufficiently powerful to repel the attacks 
of any vessels seeking to enter the narrow harbors upon 
the lakes, if we could foresee the existence of any circum 
stances whieh would induce an enemy to endeavor to force 
an entrance into them. 

“As to the communication between the lakes, the in- | 
quiry, from geographical causes, is necessarily restricted to 
that from Lake Erie to Lake Huron, and to the straits of |) 
Michilimackinac. Of the former, almost sixty miles con- 
sist of two rivers, completely commanded from their oppo- 
site banks, while the entrance into One of these, the river 
St. Clair, is impeded by a bar, over which there are but 
about eight feet of water. No armed vessels could force 
their way up these rivers while the shores were in an 
enemy's possession, who might construct batteries at every 
projecting point, and who, in fact, might in many places 
sweep the decks with musketry. As to the straits of Mich- 
imakinae, they are too broad to be commanded by station- | 
ary fortifications, even if any circumstances should lead to | 
the construction and equipment of a hostile fleet upon the | 
bleak and remote shores of Mateledask bay, in the north- || 
eastern extremity of Lake Huron. 

7 am, therefore, of opinion that our lake frontier re- || 
quires no permanent defences, avd that we may safely rely | 
tor ite security upofi those resources, both in the personnel 
und materiel, which the extent and other advantages our 
eountry insure to us, and which must give us the superior- | 
ity in that quarter.”’ 

Such is the language of Géneral Cass, as Secre- || 
tary of War—a gentleman who is identified with || 
the military and civil history of the northwest 
frontier, in every stage of its advancement; a gen- 
tleman who has notspeculated upon the advantages 
of the enemy in this quarter alone, but tried them || 
in the field; a man to whom ail will concede, how- 
ever much they may differ with him in political 
sentiment, is as well acquainted with, and as capa- 
ble of judging of the military wants of the north- | 
west frontier as any other man living. 

I find myself, fortunately enough, sir, sustained | 
in the remarks | made, not only in the conclusions, | 
but the reasoning of this report; and I will leave the 

| 
| 


{ 
i 


Detroit Representative to settle the question with the 
father of Detroit, and pioneer of che Northwest. 

If the authority of General Cass is not sufficient | 
to dissipate the confidence which the gentleman || 
expresses in this work, I will commend him to the || 
first page of this report, where General Jackson, | 
as Chief Executive, and in referenceto the very || 
language | have quoted from General Cass, uses | 





the following language: 


| our protection. 
| pacity and wisdom of those who originally advised 


|| greatly changed. 


“Ta respect to that branch.of the subject whieh falls more 
particularly under the notice of the Secretary of War, and 
in the consideration of which he has arrived at conclusions 
differing from those contaived in-the report from the Engi- 
necr Bureau, [ think it proper to add my concurrence in 
the views expressed by the Secretary. 

ANDREW JACKSON.” 


Here you have the judgment of eminent military 
men and civilians, officially given when discharging 


‘the duties of the Government; and what renders 
| those opinions more reliable, they are based upon 


facts and a condition of things that will convince 

the common sense of any person that is acquainted 

with the condition of the country in that quarter. 
Mr. C. withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. ASHE obtained the floor, but yielded to 


Mr. BURT, who said, that he would withdraw | 
his motion to strike out this section of the bill; | 
| and that he could assure gentlemen from Maine, | 

that he had no prejudice whatever against any sec- 
tion. 
| particular section. 


He withdrew the motion he made as to this 


Mr. ASHE then renewed the amendment, for 


the purpose briefly of expressing his views. He | 
| said: Mr. Chairman, being entirely a civilian, it is 
|| with much diffidence that [ presume to speak of 
war or its appurtenances, ‘in the presence of | 
Hannibal;’’ but | feel constrained to say, that it | 
astonished me much to hear the honorable gentle- || 


man from Delaware [Mr. Houston] assail so fu- 


riously the position of the gentleman from Ohio, 
who had informed us that the necessity of these 


fortifications, as a means of national defence, had 
become an obsolete idea. The gentleman from Del- 


| aware, when he told the House no one, at all dis- 


tinguished in the councils of war, could be ad- 


duced to impugn the usefulness of these works, | 
had certainly forgotten a memorial addressed to | 
Congress by one of our most distinguighed mili- | 
tary patriots, General Edmund P. Gaines. In that | 
communication General Gaines pronounced this | 
system of defence as entirely inadequate to the} 


protection of the country, and recommended asa 


substitute the establishment of floating batteries. | 
Without agreeing with him in the propriety of the | 

recommendation of his substitute, | acknowledge, | 
most fully, the force of his objections to the pres- | 

ent system. I will read, for the benefit of the com. | 
mittee, his opinion: 


“Floating batteries, such as are here proposed, consti- 
tute, as your memorialist verily believes, the only sure 


means of defence of the passes into our sea-ports, against | 
| ships of war propelled by steam power—means of detence, 
without which, it is in the power of any nation or commu- | 


nity of men, or pirates, capable of fitting out ten, or even 
five such steamships of war as those employed in the de- 
struction of the castle of San Juan d’Ulloa, to destroy the 


| city of New York or New Orleans, by fire, with the newly 
invented eighty pound cannot shot and shelis, in a single | 
| day, at any season of the year; approaching them in the 
night, and taking them by surprise: as with such a fleet, | 


well manned and supplied, either city could be fired in five 
hundred places in one hour; and in a few hours more, 
thousands of the most splendid edifices, by which these 


and desolation.’ 


Independent of these weighty considerations, a 
moment’s reflection will satisfy us, that in the || 
present highly-improved state of navigation af- | 


forded by steam power, these riparian fortifi- 
cations are antediluvian, and entirely unfitted for 
I intend no reflection on the ca- 


their construction; but now, sir, the times are 
A steam vessel of war could 
with perfect safety pass by night any of our river 
fortifications; and, after bombarding our most afflu- 
ent cities, could return to the bosom of the broad 
deep at pleasure. We are familiar with the bold 


| passage made by General Wilkinson on the 6th of | 
November, 1813, down the St. Lawrence, and in | 
| point blank shot of the well-manned English fortifi- 
| cation, Fort Prescott. 


Wilkinson, with his fine 
little navy, consisting of six hundred boats, passed 


| through the full fire of the fort, with the loss of | 


but one man. If this could be done by the use of 
oars, what could not be done with the aid of steam 
vessels? Even in the broad light of the sun, a 
steam ship, by intervening an empty merchant 
vessel between herself and the fortification, could 
readily and safely pass up any of our rivers. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. McMULLEN renewed the amendment. 
He had done so, he said, for the purpose of de- 
fining his position upon the-bill. But, before he 
proceeded, he wished to say a word in reply to the 
gentieman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,} who ad- 
dressed the committee yesterday. He {McNMut- 


| Means [Mr. Bayty] could satisfy him (McM.,} 














THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


LEN] had understood that gentleman to ga 
he held that the Administration was respons), 
for appropriations made for public expendity, : 
It was true that this idea was not a new one yrs 
had been broached heretofore. But he contend . 
that the House of Represéntatives, and not 7 
Administration, was msible for the appropr - 
tions. The recommendations for these pean 
tions were made by the subordinate officers of the 
Government. B 
Mr. BAYLY. Oh! no. There is pot gj 
tary appropriation here, the recommendation fos 
which has not come fiom the head of the de 
partment. . 
Mr. McMULLEN said that the recommenda 
tions came first from the engineers, who on 
subordinate officers, and were then submitted a 
Congress by the departments. But, he repeated 
the House of Representatives was responsible for 
every imprudent or improper appropriation. Ang 
if the chairman of the Committee of Ways ang 


that any item of this bill ought to pass, he 
would certainly vote for it. If not, it was his ins 
tention to vote against the whole bill; for, in his 
judgment, the time had come when this oid, obgo. 
lete system of appropriations Should be plucked 
out. The country depended for its defence noton 


| fortifications, but on the navy, and upon the milj. 


tia, the bone and sinew of the nation. Where 
then, was the necessity for the passage of this bil|) 
To his mind there was none, and therefore he de- 
signed to vote against it. This he should do 
asa whole; but he desired to repeat, that if the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
would satisfy him that there was one single 
item of it which the interest of the public ser. 
vice required should be adopted, he would vote 
for it. He trusted that gentiemen on both sides 
of the House, without regard to party or party 
purposes, would come up now like statesmen 
to the work of retrenchment and reform—that they 
would practically demonstrate their attachment 
to that retrenchment and reform inthe expenditures 
of the Government which had been made the ral- 
lying cry of the Whig party in 1840. A more 
auspicious time for an effective commencement 
could not exist. Neither party held the power in 
this House; neither party had practically a majority 
in it; and neither party, therefore, could be held 
exclusively responsible for the legislation of the 
country, or be presumed to make capital out of it. 
This, then, was the time for action; this was the 
time for practical retrenchment and reform. Let 
gentlemen sustain the principle now, or let them 
forever hereafter hold their peace. 
Mr. McM. withdrew the amendment. 
Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the pend- 

ing sum, to insert $15,000; and after stating thay 


|| his amendment was merely made pro forma, he 
magnificent cities are embellished, would be reduced to ruin | 


said, that there was none of the general appropri- 
ation bills for which he should vote with more 
pleasure than for a wise and proper fortification 
bill. The Constitution not only authorized us to 
appropriate money to such purposes, but it was 


| evidently the intention of that instrument to throw 


the burden of these expenditures upon this Gov- 
ernment. The States in need of these defences had 
a right to expect this from us. 

‘he opponents of this bill, when they ask us to 
throw aside this whole system of fortifications as 
useless, require this committee to disregard the 
experience of my own country, and that of every 
other civilized nation; for there is not one which 
has not acknowledged the necessity for this mode 
of defending their more important harbors and 
commercial ports. 

When I loek back to our own history, I re- 


|| member that in 1776, Fort Moultrie was attacked 


by a large British fleet under Sir Peter Parker; 
and after an engagement of ten hours, the squad- 
ron was repulsed with great loss, and Charleston 
saved; and this, although the fort was ina very 
incomplete condition, and had not ammunition 
more than sufficient to fire some thirty rounds 
from their guns. And again, in the last war, was 
not Baltimore defended and rved from the 
calamities which befell this city by a little six gun 
battery? And so at Fort Bowyer, near Mobile, & 
small garrison in a miserable fortification was en- 
abled to beat off a British dron with great 
loss, including one of their ships, although at the 
same moment attacked by a land force of double 
the force in the fort. . 
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“and if we look to the history of other nations, 
gill ind their experience and practice to cor- 
né with our own. Bonaparte felt its neces- 
~, and bestowed the greatest care in perfecting 
the defences of Cherbourg and other important 
parbors ; and in the wars which within the last 
ears had oceurred between England and 
France, neither Toulon, ror Brest, nor Cherbourg, 
wor any other of her fortified ports had been at- 
“ed. Within these ports the commercial ma- 
f France lay in safety, and immense military 
s collected, whose destruction would 
Yet, though the 


sixty Y 


rine 01 
material was collect 
have been most injurious to her. 
English 


Howe, and Nelson, and Collingwood, they never 


once dared to make an attack upon them; buat, | 
woxious as they were to win military laurels, had | 


p content themselves with blockading them. 

But, says the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Tuompson,] this system is an ever-eating sore, for 
no fortress 1s ever completed. Now if the gentle- 
man had looked at the Engineer’s report, on which 
this bill is based, he weuld have found one fort 
completed. For the first line of that report, in 
woeaking of Fort Wayne, says: ‘* This fort being 
fnished,” the money is requested for barracks for 
the accommodation of troops, not however neces- 
sary, as i understand it, for the defence of the fort. 
But again, it is said by that honorable gentleman, 


and by others, that these fortresses have already cost | rf 
we have made such great advance in military sci- 


ystwenty millions, and as yet have been productive 
ofno good. But let a war break out, and the pro- 
tection of New York alone will save to us far more 
than all our expenditure. Indeed, to say nothing 
of private property, the public property alone at 
any of our larger navy stations, such as New 
York and Gosport, perhaps amounts to that sum, 
and a part of this property could not be replaced 
in time for our wants, consisting of ship timber 
which requires time to season it for use. — 

In these expenditures we should, it is true, 
practice a wise economy. But, as neither I, nor 
the committee, can know the necessity for each of 
the items in this bill, all that I can do isto hold 
the Administratipn which asked for this expendi- 
wre, and the Committee of Ways and Means, re- 
sponsible for its propriety. {Here the hammer 
fell. 

Loud calls for the question. 

Mr. KAUFMAN called for tellers, remarking 
that he wanted to make this a test question; but, 
being requested to withdraw the call, lest it should 
break up the committee for want of a quorum, he 
withdrew the call. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, insisted that 
the bill be read through by items. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

The following being under consideration: 

« For repairs of Fort Scammel, Portland Harbor, Maine, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to 
strike out the item. He did so (he said) with the 
view of expressing his opinion. All these esti- 
mates were based upon the report of the Engineer 
Department; what it was proposed to do with the 
money the Committee of Ways and Means did not 
know. He wouldread what had been done last 
year. (He read a list of items of expenditure. ) 

A few words of conversation followed between 
Mr. Marsnaut and Mr. Tuompson, the purport 
of which the reporter could not gather. 

Mr. THOMPSON continued, This Fort Scam- 
mell (he said) had cost us probably $64,000. What 
he proposed to do was this: They must take the 
villas a whole. He would vote against striking 
out any of the items; he thought these fortifica- 
lions all stood on the same foundation—on what 
the Engineers said was necessary to keep them up 
and in good repair. 

Mr. ORR (the floor being yielded) said he un- 
derstood the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. to have stated that the engineers had 


demanded of the committee an appropriation of 


$75,000 for this fortification at the mouth of the 
Penobscot river; and the committee had allowed 
$20,060. He wanted to know what rule had gov- 
erned the committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON replied, that he would state 
that the superintendentof the work at Fort Knox 
thought it would require $75,000 for the necessary 


fleets were commanded by such men as } 
| 








repairs, &c., of that work; bat Colonel Totten had 
reduced the estimate to $20,000. 





more. 

He believed (he continued) that some of these | 
works ought to be completed. He was opposed | 
to abandoning the system. After they got through 
the bill he should move, as a test vote, to strike || 
out the enacting clause. He hoped the bill would || 
be defeated, and that the House would then adopt a 
resolution calling on Colonel Totten for informa- | 
tion as to what appropriations were necessary to | 
complete and to preserve the works on hand—and || 
that such appropriations, and such only, would be | 
made. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. MORSE obtained the floor, and renewed | 
the amendment, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD suggested to the gentle- 


{| man from Louisiana that, as the item to which 





this amendment was proposed was but a smail 
| one he had better not attack it, 
| Mr. MORSE said, he was not going to attack it. 
He had renewed the amendment for the purpose | 
of expressing his views upon the general merits 
of the bill, and of replying to observations which | 
he had heard made in various parts of the House. 
If gentlemen (said Mr. M.) suppose it to be | 
true that we are so much more enlightened than | 
formerly on the subject of defensive warfare, that 


‘| ence, that we have arrived at such a degree of | 
| perfection that we can dispense with our system 
of fortifications, let us examine the subject as 
|| statesmen—let us organize a committee to join 





| 





the recess of Congress, and ascertain if it be 
really true that a great sea-board like ours, of about | 
three thousand miles in extent, can be defended 
without fortifications; that this great country is 80 
strong in bone, muscle, and sinew, that she is ca- 
pable of defending herself against all attacks of a 


ever arise of such attack being made. 
found that we can do without fortifications, | shall | 
| be as ready as any man here to withhold further | 
| appropriations for such works; but, unul that fact 
|| be established, I shall continue to vote for all ne- 


fortifications. And I object to this attempt at 
tripping, this cry of mad dog, this summary con- | 
demnauon. | say, if you intend to defeat this | 


| whole system, and give us the reasons for abol- | 


the State of Ohio that has been so much spoken | 





| delphia, Baluumore, and the rest—against invasion. 
Sir, the appropriations for the support of the | 
| Military Academy at West Point were always 
resisted until after the war with Great Britain. 
Before that time, it was almost impossible to get 
an appropriation passed for that institution; and | 


that that Academy was of essential service to the | 
} country. 


examined the subject properly; and who neverthe- 





L GLOBE. — 





| they are inconsistent with the 


be there. 


cessary appropriations for the construction of || 


system of naval and military appropriations for || 
| defences, let it be done as a system—strike at the || 


ishing 1t; and then trust to the bone and sinew of || 


| of to defend your sea-ports—New Orleans, Phila- | 


it was not until then that the discovery was made || 


And here we have the samd™sort of || 
opposition made to the appropriations for the || 
defences of the country, by men who never have || gestion of the gentleman from New York, {Mr. 
| Duer.] The gentlefhan has suggested that the 
_ less set up their opinions against the opinion of || committee rise and report the bill to the House, 
| able and experienced engineers—aye, against the || and that it be then referred to a select committee 
opinions of the whole scientific world. it cer- || for the purpose of being revised. 
tainly appears to me, that there is not much etates- | 
manship manifested in such a course. 1| repeat, || 
| sir, if we can get along without the expenditure of || ined and reéxamined half a dozen times by the 
this money—if the commerce of this country can || ablest board of Engineers that this country could 
be protected without it, there is no man who will | 
| be more willing to do away with the whole sys- | 
\tem. But when gentlemen get up and oppose | 
| particular appropriations, and talk about the bone | 
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ten years twice on the point of collision with two 
of the most formidable powers on the face of the 
Mr. ORR. Does he give the reason? |, earth, England ard France, and there are relations 
Mr. THOMPSON. He said they did not need |} now existing between this country and foreign 


! powers which Sy produce war; and, sir, 
|| are our forts to 


dismantied, are our national 


defences to be brokeu up, are we to refuse appro~ 


ere for these fortifications and for est 
‘oint Academy—-the best school for the education 
of soldiers in the world—upon the mere idea that 
brogress of th 

upon the bare assertion of quidebien bere oni 
with ail deference to them be it said, have not, and 
cannot have that degree of information in regard 
to military defences which the subject demands, 


| He withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. DUER renewedit. Herenewed theamend- 
ment (he said) merely to enable him to make a 


| suggestion which, if acted upon, he believed would 


have the effect of enabling the House to act intelli- 


| gently-on the subject, and at the same time confi- 


ning the discussion within some reasonable limits. 
here appeared to be a disposition on the part of 
some gentlemen to strike out many of the items 
that were contained in the bill, whilet they admit- 
ted that it contained many things which ought to 

He believed there were but few gentle- 
men in the House who had any very intimate ac- 
quaintance with the subject; and he was inclined 
to think, therefore, that in attempting to improve 
the bill, by striking out particular items, they were 
but acting in the dark, and doing very little good. 
He would suggest to gentlemen, therefore, whether 


it would not be better to let the bill pass the Com- 


er c ize 8 || mittee of the Whole, and then refer it to the Com- 
| with military men in an inquiry, and to sit during || 


mittee on Military Affairs, or to a select commit- 


| tee, with instructions to examine into the details 


and report to the House what items, if any, ought 
to be repudiated, to be stricken out, and what 
items ought to be retained.. He made this sug- 


| gestion because he believed that in this way they 
|| would be able to proceed more rapidly and more 
foreign, hostile nation, if the contingency should || 
if it be |} 


intelligently. He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD renewed it. He said: It has 
been objected here * that.many of us oppose this 
‘ bill indiseriminately, and that we know nothing 


| ‘ about fortifications, and how much they ought to 


‘cost.’? This may all be very true, and yet it be 
our duty to oppose it. If we do not know what 
fortifications ought to cost, most of us “ know 
where the money comes from;"’ and we know, 
also, that those who plan them, don’t have much 
of itto pay. We know, also, that our Govern- 
ment is imereasing in expenses very rapidly, and 
that our duty as Representatives is to stop it if we 
can, and, for one, I shalldo what I can. I do 
not expect to please those who conduct Govern- 
ment expenditures; and can here state, that { 


|| have never yet seen them low enough to do jus- 


tice to tax-payers, or high enough to please tax- 


|| consumers. It therefore becomes our duty to vote 


only such sums as our constituents can afford to 


| pay, and compel those who administer the Gov- 


ernment to divide it out among the different 
branches of service, to the best advantage for the 
public interest. He withdrew the amendment. 
Mr. BAYLY renewed it. 1 desire (said Mr. 
B.) to make @ single remark in reply to the sug- 


Now, | ber 


| leave to say to the gentleman that this subject of 


our national defences is one that has been exam- 


command; and as for-the idea of our undertaking 
to revise it by the agency of a committee of this 
House, | must say, with all due respect to my 
friend from New York, it is utterly preposterous. 


| There is not, l believe, a military engineer in the 


the country’s defence, | would ask them how ut || House. 


| and sinew of the great West being sufficient for | 


would be, in case a difficulty should arise between || 


Mr. DUER. 


I would ask which is the most 


this country and Great Britain, and she should || preposterous, to let the items be examined by a 


send her two hundred armed steam-vessels upon 
our coast, that coast being unprotected by a single 


| committee with a view to ascertain which should 
| be stricken out and which retained, or to under- 


fort? How would it be possible for us to save | take to strike out in Committee of the Whole, 


our sea-port towns from 
accumulated wealth that they contain? 


| I know that in prosecuting a foreign war our 


| militia are abundantly capable of doing all that is | 
as 
last | 


necessary, especially against such an enemy 
Mexico; but, air, we have been, within the 





truction, with all the || such as may appear to different gentlemen to be 


eat: 

| r. BAYLY. That would be worse, I grant, 
Mr. JONES. Will the chairman of the Com- 

mittee of Ways and Means permit me to ask him 

a question ? 
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Mr. JONES. Does he Lelieve that there is a 
military engineer in the service of the United 
States, who ever makes an investigation or an es- 
timate with a view to economy, or with a view to 
the interests of the people who have to pay the 
money? 

Mr. BAYLY. Why, sir, I do not believe there 
is an abler corpa of engineers in any country in 
Christendom than we have. I do not believe that 
men of greater capability or greaier honesty are 


to be found anywhere; and as to the extravagance | 


of the estimates, I beg leave to say that the com- 
mittee have reduced the appropriations considera- 
bly below the estimates submitted to them. 

Mr. JONES, 1 will ask, then, upon what basis 
the committee cut down these expenses? Was it 
upon the ground that they believed Congress 
would not consent to give them so much money ? 

Mr. BAYLY. The Engineer Department here 
thought there was no occasion for expending so 
large an amount in one year. We have already 


fortifications, and now we are about to withhold 
the ‘amall sum of $739,000 that is required to 
complete the works. 
ing 450,000 in building a house, and then saving 
five hundred by leaving it without steps by which 
to enter it. He withdrew the amendment. 


not agree with the suggestion of his colleague. | 


He did not think it a safe one; he thought it would || 


be better to go on with the bill and’ perfect it as 


well as they were able to do, and report it to the || 


Heuse, and gentlemen could then have a test vote 


upon it, if they desired it, by moving to strike out || 


the enacting clause. And if upon such test vote | 


the whole matter should be annulled, let it go, and || 


let the fact be understood by the country; but if, 
on the other hand, theHouse was not yet prepared 
to take upon itself the decision of 80 grave a ques- 
tion, in which was involved the safety of all the | 

reat maritime cities of this Union, they could re- 


ject the motion to strike oute But the interest in || 


the fate of this measure was not concentrated in | 
the maritime cities exclusively. In the city of 
New York, for example, would be found not only 


arge amount of property belonging to the citizens 
of other cities throughout this vast country—the 
property of merchants, factors, traders, and me- 
chanics, of other cities and of other States. 

The estimated value of the whole of the prop- | 
erty of the city of New York, was about three 


owned by persons residing elsewhere, at various 
places throughout the country. The interest that 
must be felt for the preservation of this property, 
then, was not confined to one particular locality 


For the protection of the city of New York, || 


there were three or four extensive fortifications, 


one of great strength, commanding the passage of || 


the east river, called Fort Schuyler, and two or 
three at the Narrows, and in the harbor, all of 
which were essential to the protection of that great 
centre of commerce, through which flowed a large 
proportion of the exports of the whole country, 
and of the imports from which this. Government 
derived its revenue in the shape of duties. 





of the act. 


afforded by these public works, and the interest of 
the Government must materially suffer. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr, BISSELL renewed it. He said he was | 
not for striking down our forts; he was not for | 
demolishing a single one of them; on the contra- 
ry, he was for preserving them. But, at the same 
time, he was opposed to this bill in toto He 
could not conscientiously vote for it; he could not 
expect to vote for it, and meet his constituents 
without receiving their condemnation. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.) the startling magnitude of the 
aggregate amount of the expenditures called for | 
this year justifies us, in my jdement, in scruti- | 
nizing closely all appropriation biils at come be- | 
fore us. The country will demand it a: our hands; 
aud, in my judgment, there is no one Sill that is 


likely to come before us in regard to which such |} ideas, as to how this question should be ? 


Why, sir, itis like expend- 


|| lief th 


it 


} 

| 

|| the bill as a whole, and I cannot think of giving it 
| 

| 

| 

| 


scrutiny is more imperiously required than in re- 
gard to this bill. Of the forty millions of dollars 
which we are expected to vote away for the cur- 
rentexpenses of the Government for this year, | 
find about three quarters of a million in the bill 
now before us. There are items in the bill which 
I have no doubt deserve our favorable considera- 
tion. There are appropriations asked for there 
for which I have no doubt I would cheerfully 
vote; but, sir, take them in the aggregate, take 


my support. 
The bill, in my opinion, is highly objectionable 
in this, that it groups together some thirty-five 


|| different objects, or rather, there are thirty-five 


| objects for which specific appropriations are made; 


|| and we are required to vote for all of these, or 


else to vote against them all; and, as 1 have just 
said, there are some appropriations there for which 
I would gladly vote, but who can fail to see thata 
bill eonstracted like this will very possibly pass 


a \| this House, while at the same time there is not a 
expended upwards of twenty millions of dollars on || single item there that would command a majority 


of the votes of this House? 

The bill proposes to make appropriations for 
the preservation, repair, and construction of cer- 
tain fortifications. The preservation, repair, and 
ennstruction! Now, sir, about $300,000 are spe- 


; , || cifically appropriated here for building and repair- 
it. J. A. KING renewed it. Heesaid, he could | 





ing, and then there are about $400 000 appropriated 
for reconstrneting. For reconstructing Fort Del- 
aware $50,000, Fort Monroe $20,000, for the fort 
| at Soller’s Point $50,000, &c.; will this be ex- 
pending the whole for preservation, repairs, and 
| construction ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. For reconstruction. 

Mr. BISSELL. The term construction is used 
in the bill, and [I find but a single instance here 
where the appropriation is for building, and that 
is in the case of Fort Trumbull. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will refer 





|| ta the report of the Engineer Department, he will 


| find that it is for reconstruction. 
Mr. BISSELL. In that case I am equally 
| against it; for, in my judgment, there ought not 


|| to be another dollar appropriated for the building 


; be || of forts; thongh if there are any valuable forts that 
roperty belonging to her own citizens, but also a || 


are uncompleted, I would be in favor of appropri- 
ating sufficient money to complete them. 
Mr. HOUSTON. | desire to say to the gentle- 





|| man, that the $50,000 that is appropriated for the 


| fort in the Delaware, is for the reconstruction of a 


|| fort that was destroyed by accident, and that 


¢ A || $50,000 has been expended upon it during the last 
hundred millions of dollars, of which about sev- |! 


enty millions was personal property, that was || 


ear. 
Mr. BISSELL. The fact of the fort having 
| been destroyed by accident does not make it an 


|| excention to the rule that I lay down when I say 


I will vote for the reconstruction of no fort. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS renewed it. He said he had 
| not sought to obtain the floor for the purpose of 
demonstrating that he understood anything about 
| fortifications, or the proper mode and manner of 

defending the country in the event of invasion by 

| a foreign power. And he was inclined to the be- 
ere were not many men in that House 

| who were so familiar with the subject as to be ca- 


oe | pable of making the necessary investigation and 
as || 
that House prepared to say that the defences of a | 
great city like that should be stricken down? If || 
so, let them declare it, and take the responsibility || 
This Government derived through the | 
resources of that city a vast amount of revenue; || 
ler Congress refuse to continue the protection || 


arriving at acorrect conclusion. If it were true 
that the progress of the age had superseded the 
necessity for fortifications, was it not strange that 
no evidence was furnished of that fact by military 
men, who must necessarily have a thorough knowl- 
edge of the subject? Would it not be the proper 
course, he would ask, to permit this bill to pass, 


| and then to adopt a resolution requiring the proper 
| officer, the Secretary of War for instance, to pro- 
|| cure from the officers of the military branch of the 


public service all necessary information, and to 
communicate to us that information, in order that 
we might vote understandingly upon all future bills 
of this description? 

Every nation on earth,so far as he was in- 
formed, was still going on erecting fortifications; 
but if the genius of the age would permit of dis- 
pensing with them, he desired that there should be 

| some evidence of the fact. He was not prepared 
to vote upon this bill with the information that he 
had before him. In the very nature of things they 
could not have the necessary knowledge of the sub- 
ject. What information, he would ask, had any 
gentleman on that floor, beyond his own erude 


You have, said he, a Secretary of War, 


Aug. l, 


It is hig 
defence, 
to time 


duty to look after that arm of our national 
and to recommend to Congress from time 
what ought to be done in relation to it. 

Now, f expect to vote for this entire bill, and 
how shall I justify myself for doing it? 1 re 
it-as the duty of the committee from which the | i 
was reported, to make the necessary examineticn 
From whom have the committee derived their - 
formation? From the sworn and responsible = 
cers of this Government. . 
- Yet we are told that now is the day and no 
the hour to revolutionize the whole system: and 
have gentlemen got a particle of evidence beyo d 
their crude ideas on the subject? Not at al) 2 

How is it that you are informed how to vo 
upon all bills thatare laid before this House? Wh : 
sir, there are documents laid on your table that yoe 
have not time to read. You ensconce yourself je. 
hind the report of the comrmittee—you depend on 
the investigations made by the committee and 
you vote according to their report. ; 

Talk about perfecting this bill by moving t 
strike out five thousand dollars here and ten thoy. 
sand there, without the light of information io 
guide you! Why, sir, the intention is apparent: 
it is to create for yourself a little political capital i, 
ingratiate yourself with the unreflecting portion of 
your constituency. That is the object. [It js ar. 
gued that because you employ steam vessels jn 
your navy, you can dispense with fortifications, 
If the use of steam vessels supersedes the necessity 
for many fortifications, it does not prove that you 
can dispense with them all. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. KERR renewed the amendment, and re. 
turned his sincere thanks to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. WitttaMs,] for his straightfor. 
ward remarks, replete with common sense, upon 
the bill before the committee. Gentlemen, in the 
face of the experience of this Government and of 
all civilized nations, and with the best lights of 
modern science to aid and sustain the objects of the 
bill, proposed to come to a dead halt in regard to 
our military defences. We are qt this day called 
to forget on the moment the suggestions of that 
wise and patriotic man, who in shedding unfading 
lustre on his own name, advanced the glory and 
renown of his country to its highest point, and to 
forbear in time of peace to prepare for war. He 
could not, whatever might seem just and proper to 
the more enlightened views of other members, 
be indifferent to a subject that came directly home 
to that portion of the country which he had the 
honor in part to represent. 

It might be unbecoming in him to refer to the 
fact, which the debates of yesterday or the day 
hefore had brought so glaringly before the com- 
mittee, showing how general was the want of 
that accurate knowledge so necessary before one 
ought to attempt the task of setting aside special 
items of appropriation, proposed with all the usual 
legislative guards against extravagance. He meant 
no disrespect to a gentleman from Indiana, who had 
made so strong an argument against the needful 
item for Soller’s Point Flats, on the supposition 
that the point so designated in the neighborhood 
of Baltimore, was the site of Fort McHenry, and 
that no new defences were now needed there. 
This gentleman had doubtless seen service, his 
remarks showing that he was able to form a cor 
rect opinion as to the defences known to modern 
warfare, and his endorsement of Fort McHenry 'n 
its present condition, without further approprit- 
tion, as a sufficient stronghold, was therefore grat- 
ifying. But if he had gone further into the subject 
of the necessary defence for the city of Baltimore, 
he would have been the last to object to the sum 
for Soller’s Point, now in progress. ' 

Mr. K. could not preténed | to any military science, 
nor would he attempt to speak with confidence 
unon the propriety of this or that item in the 
bill. He would only beg gentlemen from the in- 
terior to remember, that the sea-board was pecu- 
liarly exposed in case of sudden and unexpected 
declarations of war against us. The very facili- 
ties to which gentlemen had alluded, as § owing 
the futility of a system of fortifications, made 
such a system the more necessary. In an In- 
credibly short period of time a hostile force, 
with the aid of this steam power, so potent for 
defence, would be in our midst. The easy task 
of ration was for those in the interior 
wie a State as Maryland, from her ge 
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phical position, would have off-hand to bear 
prant. [ft was very well, then, to inveigh 
expenditure, and talk of only holding on 

a system of necessary repairs to existing 
‘ks. Nor (said Mr. K.) do certain gentlemen 
mo this floor come out fairly and openly before 
be country upon the question at issue. Has not 
je committee heard the gentleman from Ohio be- 
fore me, (Mr. Gippines,} arguing, with some 
show of candor, against certain items in this bill? 

yet he could point to a single fact, which 
id at once be a full answer to all he may have 
d show, that he has hay on his horns. It 
others on their guard against being led 
wway bY winning words from that quarter. Is he 
got one of those, recently named as Delegates to 
the World’s Peace Convention? and do not all 
nilitary defences, in the spirit of modern non- 
rsistanta, savor of something worse than unneces- 
wry things, leading to mere extravagance? Does’ 
pot he claim to be of those who would in a year 
yndertake to roll back the current of events in the 
world’s past history, and, by a single resolve of | 
their own, turn the sword into the ploughshare? | 
Well, of course, there is no solid objection to all 
this; but there are times for all things. This forti- 
feation bill in the House of Representatives, in his 
opinion, was not a proper starting point. Besides, 
what substitute for these defences, has been pro- 
peed by those who would now discard this bill ? 
None whatever. We should look in vain for any 
safer conclusions, either on the score of existing ne- 
cessity for these works, that are here named, or for 
more economical modes of carrying them on than 
those embodied in the bill before the committee. | 
The Committee of Ways «nd Means, as sound a | 
body of chancellors, it is presumed, as conld be 
selected out of this House, has been fully advised 
as to these estimates by official gentlemen of note | 
and character. 

He would now merely say to gentlemen on this 
foor, that there was an under current here, of 
which they might as well be aware in time; and 
he would venture to warn his gallant friend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsnatt,] that as a sol- 
dier known to the nation, he, at least, ought to 
pause awhile before he consents to point at the 
uonceessary workings of this system, at Soller’s 
Flats, or elsewhere, or hand himself over, by his 
influence or vote, to peace men, who might con- 
sistently seek to blot out from the statute book 
not’*is bill merely, but every trace of a science, 
to which he had so earnestly devoted himself. 

Mr. KERR withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. GIDDINGS obtained the floor and was 
apparently about to proceed to reply to the re- 
marks of Mr. Kerr. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
JONES, raised the point of order, that the debate 
must be confined to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN said, that although, by the 
well-known strict rule of parliamentary law, de- 
bate must be confined to the questions under con- 
sideration, this rule was uniformly violated in the | 
House—both in general debate and in explana- 
tions under the five minutes rule; the Chairman | 
therefore decided, that under the operation of the 
five minutes rule, it was in order for a gentleman 
omake such remarks as might relate to the gen- 
eral character of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Penns 
the decision. 

Mr. BURT asked that the rule be read. 

The 34th rule was read—the clause of which 
bearing on this question, is as follows: 

“ Provided, That where debate is closed by order of the | 
House, any member shall be allowed, in committee, five | 
minutes to explain any amendment he may offer.” 

Some conversation followed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, called for tellers— 
who were ordered. 

Several members demanded the call Of the roll. 

Mr. BURT submitted to the Chair, that it was 
Rot necessary that the roll should be called, until 
the count had been taken by tellers. 

The CHAIR so decided. 

The count was then taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 64, noes 54. 

So the decision of the Chair was affirmed by the 
committee. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he would much rather 
Vote upon the bill than to speak upon it. He said 
that he would inform the friends of these fortifica- 
tions that he was willing to give such appropria- 
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tions for those on the sea-board as would keep them 
in a state of preservation, but not to extend them. 
Let them remain as they are, preserved from di- 


lapidation. 


As to those on the Canadian frontier, 


he would vote no appropriations more than neces- 
sary to provide sufficient powder to blow them up. 
He knew of no greater humbug than the fortifica- 
tions upon our Canadian frontier. They were 
not merely unnecessary, but they were a positive 
burlesque upon the whole system of warfare. 


tleman who say they will vote for these ap- 
propriations for the reason that they don’t know 


out money belonging to the people of this nation, 


know, and not by what they don’t know. 
come here to act upon knowledge, and not from his 


| had been taught the duty of self-defence. 


| 





| 





While on the floor he would reply to those gen- 


whether they are necessary or not. In paying 
he thought that gentlemen should be guided by 
knowledge and not by ignorance; by what they 
He had 


ignorance. He had not been sent here to deal out 
the public treasure merely because an officer in- 





| 


i} 


| 








terested in continuing these works had recom- 
mended them. If they can, by any course of rea- 
soning, show these items conducive to the interests 
or the happiness of the people, he would vote for 
them. If he could see no benefit whatever arising 
from it, he would not vote for such appropriations. 
But the gentleman from Maryland had said 
that he (Mr. G.) was a peace man—a *‘ non-re- 
sistant.”” He was ae to acknowledge that he 
was a peaceman. He was nota * non-resistant.’’ 
His enemies had never accused him of that’ He 
He re- 
garded it to be a duty, and would not advise gen- || 
tlemen to tempt him too far on this point. 
Several gentlemen had referred to the system of || 
Great Britain as an example for us to follow. We || 
had been told that the * Iron Duke ” was in favor || 
of fortifications. We had been cited to her navy || 
and her army as examples for our imitation. He | 
admitted the force of these references: but if gen- | 
tlemen were to follow the example of Great Brit- } 
ain, they must take the effect of her practice. | 
We must take her system of taxation; her national || 
debt; the oppression which bears down the energies || 
of her people; the poverty and degradation of her || 
peasantry. These are the legitimate effects of her || 
army, her navy, her fortification system, and her 
wars resulting from them. He was opposed to || 
such national debt, such oppression, such pov- || 
erty, such degradation of our people; and would || 
oppose this whole system of war and bloodshed, | 
and all its paraphernalia. He saw the people of || 
England ground down by the iron heel of oppres- 
sion; taxed to the entire length of human endu- 
rance—to the last extremity of sustaining life And | 
will American statesmen stand up here before the 
country and Union boldly call on him to imitate 
the example of British dukes and warriors, by | 
taxing the people of these United States in the | 
same manner and to the same extent? 
tleman from Maryland had said that he (Me«G.) | 
had been appointed a delegate to the World’s | 
Peace Convention, soon to assemble at Frankfort- | 
on-the-Main. He thanked the gentleman for the 
compliment. He only regretted that he had been 
detained from that convention. He would have 
rejoiced to have crossed the Atlantic and to have 
united his humble voice and influence with those | 
of Victor Hugo, of Cobden, and those philanthro- 
pists who are to convene there from all portions of | 
the civilized world, to rid mankind of this incubus, 
this monstrous, this unnatural, this barbarous | 
system of warfare, with all its concomitants of | 
armies and navies, and fortifications and taxation | 
and oppression. This nation was in a condition | 
to set an example, a high and noble example, of | 
eens with an army.and navy and fortifica- 
tions, and the vast expenditure attendant upon 


them. This could be done without danger, with- | 


out fear of invasion or of war from any quarter. 
He desired to see his country occupy this cond:- 


tion, and therefore opposed this bill, and others of | 


a kindred nature. 
He withdrew the amendment. 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, suggested, that if 


the Chair had been ia the last Congress, he would | 


have known that this point of order which had 
just been decided, was then: held the other way. 
it was never, during that Congress, held in any 
other way than that which the Chair had now de- 


cided to be wrong. 
The CHAIR said, the man from Maryland 
was not in order in ing of this point of order. 


| whether he was in order in doing this? 


The gen- || 


1] 


Mr. EVANS resumed. There was an appro- 
riation in this bill for a fortification on Soller’s 
oint, for $50,000. In discussing that question 
he could now, under the decision just made by 
the Chair, go into the general question, whether 
peace or war Ought to prevail over the world. 
By the late decision, it was held as a rule that a 
member could go into a wide range of debate. It 
was held that, in the remarks he addressed to the 
Chair, he need not confine himself to such as were 
rmane to the amendment. 

The CHAIR interposed and said, the gentle- 
man from Maryland was out of order; he must 
confine himself to explaining the bill. 

Mr. EVANS said, Does the Chair rule that { 
have liberty to speak to the bill under my amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIR answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVANS said, Then from that decision I 
appeal. 

The CHAIR stated the appeal as follows: The 
Chair rules that under the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland, he must confine 
his remarks to the bill; from that decision the 
gentleman from Maryland appeals, and the ques- 
tion is, ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House?”’ 

Mr. EVANS said, the Chair had misunderstood 
him—he took no such appeal. His appeal was 
upon the point that he had a right to discuss the 
whole bill upon the amendment. He-(Mr. E.) 
said that he had moved pro forma to strike out Fort 
Scammel, and he was now discussing Soller’s 
Point Flats fortification. He wished to know 
If he 
were, it would be so held for the first time. 

In the last Congress the contrary had uniformly 
been held. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Roor,] 
when in the Chair, bad even held once that a mem- 
ber, under the thirty fourth rule, could not speak 
against his amendment, and the committee sus- 
tained him in the decision; it never was held tl 
now, that under the five minutes rule a member 
could speak to extraneous matter. He said so 
with all respect to the Chair, to whose ability he 
bore willing witness. 

The CHAIR said, he was of opinion that to 


| speak in such an extraneous manner was a viola- 


tion of all parliamentary Jaw, and of the rule; but 
the committee having always permitted a contrary 
practice he considered himself bound by its action. 

Mr. EVANS said that he would now, then, un- 
der the motion to strike out an appropriation for 
| Fort Scammel, speak concerning Soller’s Point, 
| and he did so purposely to have this point settled. 
| The late decision of the committee was made un- 
| der a misunderstanding. He now wished to see 
who was for wasting the time of the House and 
treasure of the country by speeches not pertaining 
to the question; it is thus that we have already 
wasted the session; and northern men frequently 
blaming southern men for this waste of time, are 
now guilty themselves of the abuse which they 
charge upon others. He repeated, he would now, 
in order again to test the question, speak of Sol- 
ler’s Point Fiats under this amendment for Fort 
Scammel. : 

Mr. STRONG then rose and eaid, that he 
would call the gentleman to order, upon the ground 
that he must confine his remarks to an explana- 
tion of his amendment. 

The CHAIR ruled that the gentleman, under 
the practice of the committee, was in order. 

From this decision Mr. STRONG appealéd, 
| And the question being stated, the decision of 
| the Chair was overruled. 

Mr. EVANS then said, as he had attained his 
| object, he would not occupy the balance of his 
| time. 

|. The question was then taken on the motion to 
|| strike out the appropriation of $5,000 for the re- 
| pairs of Fort Scammel, and was decided in the 
negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, expressed the hope 
that the committee would now discuss the bill 
|| regularly by items. — 
|| Me, BAYLY desired, he said, to make an earn- 
|| est appeal to the committee to proceed to vote 
|| upon the bill without further debate. 

Many Voices. ‘Let us.” *‘ Agreed.’’) 





r. BAYLY, (continuing.) 1 desire to say, 
that we have now been four days on this bill, ap- 
propriating seven hundeed and thirty-nine thou- 
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sund dollars. The aggregate amount of all the ap- 
propriation bills is thirty-seven millions of dollars, 
so that if we proceed with the other bills with the 
same degree of dispatch, it is an arithmetical prop- 
osition, that it will take us two hundred days to 
get through them. I hope we shall pass the bill 
at once. 

Mr. JONES moved to strike out the appropria- 
tion fer Fort Warren, Boston harbor. 

Mr. J. said, he thought it important not only 
that this item, but that other items jn the bill 
should be stricken out. When the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means was giving 
some explanation of this bill, and of the various 
appropriations it contained, he said that the en- 
gineers were able and competent officers, and that 
these appropriations were based upon their esti- 
mates. That they were competent and skilled in 
their business, he (Mr. J.) did not deny; but they 
had no sympathy in common with the tax-pay- 
evs of the county. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had said, that the com- 
mittee cut down the estimates, 

The CHAIRMAN interposed to order. 

Some conversation followed. 


Mr. JONES then proceeded. He argued that 


these items ought to be stricken out, in view of 


the interests of the tax-payers of the country. The 
estimates, he believed, were made without any 
particular regard to the public interests, by officers 
who looked to grandeur and magnificence, rather 
than to the public welfare. 

Mr. BURT moved to strike out the appropriation 
of $35,000 for Fort Adams, Newport, Rhode Isl- 
and, and permanent quarters and barracks thereat. 

Mr. B. said, that when he was previously on 
the floor, he had declared that he was not opposed 
to the system of fortifications, indicating that he 
believed it to be the true policy of the country. 
The honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means (Mr. Barty] had said that our 
present system of fortifications wes designed by 
General Bernard, and that he [Mr. Bayzy} op- 

osed the authority of that General to his (Mr. 
Bis.) He would eats it to the honorable gen- 
tleman to determine whether this remark was 
courteous or polite. But if he (Mr. B.) under- 
stood what General Bernard recommended 

Mr. JONES interposed to order. 

And some conversation followed. 

Mr. BURT continued. He did not profess (he 
said) to haveany great knowledge of engineering. 
He believed he was as ignorant of it as the gentle- 
man from Virginia; and he (Mr. B.) did not 
think that it wasa matter in respect to which either 
of them had muck to brag 

The CHAIR interposed to order. 

Mr. BURT said, he could assure the Chair that 
he had his eye more distinctly on the point than 
the Chair had. 

Mr. B. then proceeded to explain that his ob- 
jection to the appropriation in the item which he 
had moved to strike out was, that the money was 
appropriated for a fort, fer quarters for officers, 
and for barracks for the troops—three objects— 
at the discretion of the Corps of Engineers. He 
was opposed to this sort of indefinite appropria- 
tion fora multiplicity of objects, when the whole 
sum might be applied exclusively to one of them; 
and his objection was not answered when he was 
told that the appropriation was recommended by 
the engineer. He (Mr. B.) thought as highly 
of General Totten as any man in the United 








State#; he thought he was superior to General | 


Bernard, and that there was not now in Europe 
any man superior to him. He (Mr. B.) was 
sure that no one who knew him, would suspect 
him of prejudice against the army of the United 
States. He had, however, stated his objection, 
and he begged the committee to remember that in 
time of peace there never was more than-a com- 
pany in these fortifications, nor more men than 
were requisite to preserve the public property. 

Mr. b. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY renewed the amendment. He 
said, in reference to his politeness, he thought the 
committee would bear him testimony that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina had net only gotten 
up with him, but had exceeded him; for the gen- 
tleman, not satisfied with applying his courtesy to 
him, (Mr. Bavzy,) had extended it to the Chair, 
also. In this respect he thought the gentleman 
had the advantage of him, which he conceded to the 
gentleman with great pleasure. 
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In reference to Fort Adams, the gentleman com- 
plained that it was an appropriation in the lump. 
So it was in the bill; but the report showed the 
items. (Heread the items.) Jt was impossible 
for the Committee of Ways and Means, in framing 
anylof their bills, to put in all the specific objects of 
the appropriations; if they were to do so, they 
would require a messenger to bring in the bills 
from the committee room, as they would fill several 
quarto volumes. 

Mr. B. withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. KING, of Rhode Island, renewed ,it and 
said, this item~ comes before us sustained by. 
the same recommendation which has been given 
by the Engineer Department to the previous items 
in this bill, and in accordance with which we have, 
to this point, acted. That recommendation is the 
best reason which can be urged for our approval 
of the details of this bill. It is impossible that 
this House can be otherwise informed of the par- 
ticular condition and comparative requirements of 
any of these works. For all such information we 
must rely upon the department which is intrusted 
with the oversight of the system of public defence 
which has been established. On all points respect- | 
ing the application of this system—the position of 
your fortifications; their mode of construction; 
their advance, with greater or less rapidity, .to- 
wards completion; the appendages that are neces- 
sary for making them answer their object; in fine, 
for all matters relating to details, that department 
must be not only the best judge, but the only 
competent judge. I agree, that on the question of 
a general system of fortifications, or general de- 
fence, this House is bound to inform itself, and is 
capable of so doing; but even then it will doit b 
recourse to those who have made the subject their 
profession and the study of their lives. 


But having agreed upon, and proposing to con- || 


tinue in operation, a system of fortifications which 
will give to our country the same means of defence 
which has been resorted to by military men asa 
defence for the other countries of the world, on all 
matters of detail relating to the position, construc- 
tion, and progress of the work, we must be guided, 
in a great measure, by the recommendation of the 
scientific corps, to whom these works are confided, 
and who alone are informed of their particular | 
condition. In regard to the specifie objects for | 
which this appropriation is intended, the erection | 
of barracks and hospital, and the completion of 
the wharf at Fort Adams, I can express my opin- 
ion, from my knowledge of the works, that they 
are justly required, and that the expenditure will | 
be a reasonable and proper one. The wharf is | 
partly erected, and its completion is very import- 
ant. Complaints have been frequently made by 
those stationed there of the want of barracks and 
hospital; and I believe the surgeon of the post has 
recommended their speedy erection. But I would 
not ask this House to sustain this appropriation 
on my recommendation. No member can be ex- 
pected to be informed in these matters so as to 
justify the House to act upon his opinion. [ 
simply ask you to act on the recommendation of 
the proper department of this Government, and of 
your own committee. In answer to the statement 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Burr,] 
that the erection of barracks is unnecessary, be- 
cause only one company is stationed there, I can | 
say that three, and I believe four companies, have 
been stationed there at one time, a portion of 
whom were withdrawn, to answer extraordinary 
exigencies in other parts of the country; and I 
believe it is intended ordinarily, when the barracks 
shall be completed, to retain there at least the 
number of companies I have mentioned. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

The following item being under consideration: 

“For repairs at Fort Wood, and Sea-wall, permanent 
wharf, and hospital, Bedloe’s Island, New York, $25,000,”— 

Mr. JONES moved to reduce the amount to | 
$10,000. 

He said, by the appropriation bill of the last 
session only $15,060 was appropriated for this 
work; the amount asked was now increased to 
$25,000, as he was informed, without any good 
reason. 

He withdrew the amendment, at the request of 
Mr. Gorman. 

, Mr. GORMAN renewed the amendment. He 
said, he would not detain the committee, ex- 
pores one single practical remark, which he 
la 





their indulgence to make. He hoped that 
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the bill might be read through, and taken ints «, 
Howse, where they could call the yens and net 
If he did not know that the previous Uestion 
would be called as soanas they got into the How 

and they be compelled to vote upon the whole bit 
as it stood, not one word would have escaped bi 
lips, for he spoke with as much reluctance AS a 1 
other member. But he had a little knowledge 
fortifications, obtained in an humble way. Noy 
there was appropriated for this work last year 


Mr. JONES explained, that that was the balance 
remaining unexpended at a certain period, which t 
was estimated would be necessary during the yea, 
and said that the whole appropriation was $15,009, 

Mr. GORMAN (resuming) said, supposing i 
was $15,000; they were now asked to appropriats 
$25,000. Three thousand dollars were last yea 
appropriated for Fort Schuyler; $15,000 were 
asked this years and many other of the appropyia. 
tions for these fortifications were increased {fy 
per cent. He would read a table showing the 
amounts for several of these fortifications appro. 
priated last year and asked for this year: 

Last Year. = This Ver, 


Detroit......+. ie ben ce itt 5% $20,000, ..... $15.00) 
Lake Champlain......... +++» 20.000...... 15,000 
RS 904 a mn 0 x9 ene bn 20,000...... 20.000 
Fort Scammel.............+- 5,000...... 5,000 
Governor’s Island............ 10,000...... 10.009 
Fort. Warretss..6s00sceecens 30,000....., 30.000 
ge eo ee 40,000...... 30,000 
PWEE. VU UEnn sco vacncdenas 15,000...... 20.000 
Fort Riehmond.............. 30,000., 60.009 
Fort? Delaware............... 50,000...... 50,000 


It would be seen (he said) that this bleeding of 
the Treasury increased from year to year. 

In one instance an appropriation of $15,000 hed 
been made last year to build hospital and quarters 
for the men and officers; and $15,000 additional 
were now asked. He appealed to the candor of 
gentlemen, if it required $15,000 each year to make 
officers’ quarters and hospital at one point 

In this bill there were some twenty-eight differ. 
ent appropriations for the Representatives on the 
sea-board. He wondered if this was got upasa 
kind of omnibus bill? 

There was an appropriation for the Northwest, 
it was true. If he was satisfied with taking his 
share of the spoils, of course he should vote for it; 
but was it to be expected that he should vote 
$20,000 this year, $40,000 next year, and so on, 
vear after year? 

The amount asked by the Engineer Department 
for Fort Schuyler was $45,000: the Secretary of 
War had reduced the amount to $15,000. Had 
not the House-of Representatives also the right to 
exercise their discretion in redactions? In another 
instance—F ort Knox, the engineers asked $75,(00; 
and the Secretary of War reduced it to $25,000. 
The Committee of Ways and Means had reduced 
the items in various instances. 

He was in favor of withholding the appropris- 
tion altogether in many cases; and in the few cases 
whefe something was necessary, he thought the 
amounts might be greatly reduced, without injury 
to the public service, if proper economy were ex- 
ercised in the expenditure of the money. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

The following items being under consideration: 

*¢ For repairs of Fort Hamilton, and for a permanent wharf 
thereat, New York harbor, $20 000. 

“ For Fort Richmond, on Staten Island, $60,000,—” 

Mr. JONES moved to amend by striking out 
these items. 

He said that the appropriation for Fort Hamil- 
ton was last year $10,000, that now proposed was 
$20,000; for Fort Richmond last year $30,000, now 
proposed $60,000. This increase was made with- 
out any specific reason, except, he supposed, that 
they wanted toexpend the money in those quarters. 

A Voice. That's it. 

There was $40,000 increase in the proposed ap- 
propriations in New York harbor over the appro- 
priations of last year. He hoped the items would 
be stricken out. 

The question was taken, and 

The amendment was rej / Y 

The following item being under consideration: 

“Por Fort on Soller’s Point Plats, Baltimore harbor, 


Mr. JONES moved to reduce the amount to 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
rejected. 
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The following item being under consideration: 
«Por preservation of Fort Moultrie, Charleston harbor, | 


i 
1 


r PRESTON KING mé¥ed to strike out the 
ie ona called for a division. 

Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. ; 
Waipo and Casey were appointed, 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Preston Kine, and the vote stood—ayes || 


noes 107. : 
“ the amendment was rejected. 


1} 
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which it stands. It was for the provection of the 
great amount of commerce which passes through 
that channel. There was Havana and Bermuda, 
‘in the vicinity, with their fortifications, 
read an extract from the report of the engineer who 
had the subject in charge. [Here Mr. B. read an 
extract from the engineer’s report.} We have 





Mr. JONES moved to amend the bill, by sub- 
stuuling $25,000 instead of the sum of $50,000, 
sropriated for Fort Sumter. 

The amendment was rejected. . 

Mr. CROWELL moved to amend the bill, by 
griking out the following item; 

«Por fortifications at Key West, Florida, $75,000.” 
Mr. C. said: He was in favor of some of the | 
sporopriations contained in this bill, but he was 
yo: in favor of appropriating $75,000 for fortifica- 
jons at Key West, or at any other point on the 
wuthern extremity of the Cape of Florida. These 
fortifications were not needed there. Neither the | 
oublic service nor the public defence require these 
forts. Where is Key West? [A Voice: In Flor- | 
ida.) It lies south of the southern Cape of Flor- 
ida, on an island of the extent of an acre or two, 
on which there is a fortification. And here is an | 
appropriation of $75,000 in addition to the sums 
which have been already expended, and, as he be- 
jieved, uselessly expended. In addition to this 
sum, there was an appropriation of $50,000 for 
Florida Reef: in all $125,000. If this expendi- 
wre required his vote, it should have it. He did 
pot beueve that it did. He thought it strange that 
this southernmost point should be singled out for 
the erection of fortifications. Already there had | 
Leen great ndituresjfor the benefit of Florida— | 
more ae. have purchased the entire area 
of the State. A large sum had been expended in 


| 


gineer Department says, that the work is now in a 
state of great insecurity, and that, unless this ap- 
propriation shall be made to perfect it, the whole 
will be in danger of destruction. 

He withdrew the amendment. 


of Ways ani Means when the appropriation for 


|| this object was introduced for the first time. It 
| was at that time considered of the utnfbst import- 


ance that we should have the coast of Florida well 


merce with Havana, and all our trade coming down 
the Mississippi river. There was not a point up 
the whole of that river which was not benefited 
by the erection of a fortification at Key West. 
The channel at this place was about thirty miles 
| wide between the southern point of Cape Florida 
and the nearest West India island. From New 


channel. 


States, and our ships possing in that course require 
more protection than those which are in a northerly 
latitude. Besides this, in the event of a war, and, 


state, and that there were no forts on this southern 
coast, how easy would it be for any enemy to pos- 
sess himself of that part of the country, and to cut off 





carrying On @ War against some straggling indians; 
agreat amount has been appropriated for the pay- 
ment of Florida claims; and now here is an appro- 
pration asked for of $75,000, to heave upon a 
small iskind in the southernmost point of Florida; | 
and for what purpose? Did it protect the channel 
beween Florida and Cuba? Not at all. Did it 
defend the coast? Notatall. No attempt will 
ever be made to invade that island or the southern 
cape of Florida. “There is nothing there to induce | 
any attempt. ae is at 

The only danger to which Florida is likely to 
be exposed is, that she may become a colony of | 
His Imperial Majesty the Emperor of Hayu. If | 
she desires to save herself from such a fate, he 
might be disposed to give his assent to an appro- | 
priation for that purpose, and even send an armed 
iorce to protect her. But he would desire that his | 
vote should be placed on the right groutld. If the 
Emperor of Hayti was engaged in fitting out an 
expedition for the purpose of colonizing Florida, | 
he would vote for a fortification for her defence, 
and save her from such a fate. 


He saw a necessity for the erection of fortifica- || 


tions in Charleston harbor, where there was a great 


} 


amount of public and private property to detend. || 


So it was with regard to Savannah, and other large 
cilies, Where great interesis and immense property 
areatstake. But he could not understand why 
such an appropriation should be asked for a foru- 
ication on the southernmost point of Cape Flor- 
ida, and which could be of no possible use. It | 
was by items of this character that the fate of the 
bill was endangered. He waa well aware that the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
bad looked into these appropriations with a scru- 
‘nizing eye, but in this instance that gentleman 
had committed an oversight in permitting this ap- 
Propriation to find its way into the bill. 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, renewed the amend- 
ment for the purpose of having the question on it. 
He did not do this becauge he wished the bill to 





pass. Fle was opposed to it; but he thought that || from the navy appropriation bill. Some ten or | 
such a speech as the gentleman from Oho had || fifteen years ago, three or four millions of dol- || t 
| is always the case. 


just made against it would be likely to secure its 
e. 
He withdrew the amendment at the request of 
Mr. BAYLY, who renewed it. 
© wasin the House of Representatiwes when the 
'st appropriation for these fortifications was made. 


No public work was, at that time, so earnestly 


‘as the fortification of these few_ 


'| fore, of the subject, regarding the estimates as by || 


| no means extravagant, and having reference to the | 
dangers which menace this coast trom enemiesand | 
| from storms, he could not think that the appro- | 


our shipping from passing through this channel. 
it was important, also, for the navy, as well ag 
for our commercial marine. In this view, there- 


| priation in the bill was at all too large. 


|| ‘That this point should be defended was not only 
| important as a branch of our national defence and | 
|| with respect to our commerce, but also as regards 
|| every interest in thegreat Valley of the Mississippi. 


He withdrew the amendment. 
Mr. KAUFMAN. I renew the amendment. 


| | am opposed to that and every other item in the | 
I shall vote against it, and sincerely hope || 


bill. 
there is strength enough in this House to strangle 
the whole thing, 

siderably in debt. 
well as individuals, when they are out of debt, should 


|| not let their expenses exceed their income, and || 
|| when they are in debt the income should exceed the 

| expenses, so that after paying the debt there may | 
be something left to sink the debt. Now, sir, what || 
|| is the amount proposed to be appropriated for this | 


fiscal year, commencing with the first of last month? 


| Nearly fifty-two millions, exclusive of the river and | 


harbor bill, as we are informed by the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] a member 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
the supposed amount of our Fevenues for the same 
fiscal year? According to the best estimate that 


forty-four miljions of dollars. 1t is then proposed 

to appropriate some eight or ten millions of dol- 
| lars for this yeat more than our revenues. This 

is all wrong—it ought to be stopped. How will 
our debt ever be paid if, instead OF ke 


| upon this bill, It amounts to nearly three quarters 
|| us see whether we cannot strip some few millions 


lars were sdfficient for our navy; it has been in- 


} creasing every year, and now, the enormous | 
| amount of ten millions is demanded. We can || 
rie stated that | make deductions, too, from the other appropriation | 
| bills. The people will not much longer submit to || 


these exorbitant exactions. 


This, Vill in w inendads sur fortitentions po | 


He would || 


already expended on this fort $291,381. The En- | 


Mr. HARALSON renewed the amendment. | 
He stated that he was chairman of the Committee | 


defended, in order to give protection to our com- | 


for the sake of argument, he would suppose such a || 


W hat is || P° ; 
| raised to meet the expenditures of the current year, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| can be made it will only be between forty-two and | 
} 


essening it, we | 
increase it? Let us commence retrenchment, then, 


|| of a million of dollars. Let us apply the hand of | 
'| retrenchment to the other appropriation bills. Let | 


| 
i 
| 


; 


islands on the south coast of Florida, by all our || indicate anything belligerent? There ‘is not a 
military men. lt wae not for the protection of the || speck upon our political horizon. 
'| ‘Tortugas, or to defend Key West, any more than || 
Fort Delaware was intended to protect the island on * 


W hile the peo- 
ple of our frontiers aré left unprotected from real 
dangers, from the tomuhawk of the savage, we are 
expending large amounts to protect our country 
from imaginary dangers. Congress is almost con 
uunually im session; and no war can break out 
with a foreign nation without our having abu ydant 
notice to make all necessary provisions for defence. 
The next session commences on the first Monday 
of December next. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Cantrenr] spoke 
of provisions being put in this bill to salt down 
members, or, in other words, to secure their votes, 
I do not know how that is. Certainly no attempt 
has been made to “ salt down ’’ the members from 
the State of Texas—perhaps because they have 
but two votes here. Texas has*a coast of 
four or five hundred miles, and yet nota single 


|| appropriation is contained in this bill for that 


coast, nor has there ever been a cent apprepriated 
for the defence of that coast. The Engineer Depart- 
ment has laid before this House no estimates for 
Texas, nor has the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommended any appropriations for her. 


|| | offer no amend ments to the bill in favor of Texas, 
| For the sake of general economy, if the whole bill 


|} ean be killed, | shall ask nothing for Texas on 


| does not wish to misrepresent me. 


| fifty thousand dollars. 
Orleans the trade necessarily ows through this || 
It is subjected to more violent storms || 
than any other part of the coast of the United | 


that score at present. The gentleman from Del- 
aware said yesterday, that his State only received 
Last session of Congress 
she received also fifty thousand dollars, making in 
two years, for this large State, one hundred thou- 
sand dollars. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I presume the gentleman 


lL did not 


'| make any complaint in regard to Delaware. 





Sir, this nation is in debt—con- || 
Now, I hold that nations, as | 


| 


| 





| 


Mr. KAUFMAN. I did not: say you made 
the remark by way of complaint, but you are re- 
ported to have made it yesterday in this morn- 
ing’s Globe. I merely referred to it to contrast 
the fifty thousand dollars provided for Delaware, 
with nothing ‘for Texas. I am glad to see the 
strong opposition to this bill. Let us defeat it. 
(Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. K. withdrew his amendment at the request 
of Mr. Barty, who promised to renew it. 

Mr. JONES said he would move to strike out all 


|| the bill after the seventy-ninth line. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the motion was 


| not in order at this time. 


Mr. BAYLY rose to reply to a remark from the 


| gentleman from Texas, that the Committee of 
|| Ways and Means had not reported any appropri- 
| ation for that State. 


If there was any reason for 
complaint on that score, he cdeiadeh that it ap- 
plied more to the Committee on Military Affaire 
than to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. KAUFMAN disclaimed any intention to 
complain against either of these committees. Whar 
he had said in the form of complaint was directed 
against the Engineer Department, which had failed 
to recommend any appropriations for Texas. 

Mr. BAYLY (resuming) said the gentleman 
from ‘\'exas had alse made another assertion, and 
although he (Mr. B_) had again and again made a 
countervailing statement, he felt himself bound to 


| make it over again. The gentleman had charged 


that the Committee of Ways and Means had re- 
ported appropriations which would require to be 


the amount of fifty-two millions. When that state- 
ment was originally made on this floor, he had pro- 
nounced it an error. The true amount to be pro- 
vided to meet the expenditures of the current year 
is $35,058,000. In order to swell this amount to 
fifty-two millions, gentlemen had included the ex- 
penditures in the Post Office Department, which 
were provided for by the revenue of that depart- 
ment. And they had also included the appropri- 
ations of the last year, which are unexpended. 

Mr. JONES, (in his seat.) Exactly so. 

Mr. BAYLY. Does not the gentleman from 
Tennessee know that thia year an equal amount of 
the appropriations will lie over to the next? This 


Mr. JONES asked if the Committee of Ways 
and Means did not say that fifty-two millions 
would be required ? 

Mr. KAUFMAN asked if the expenditures of 





tect us in case of a war. Do our foreign relations 


| the year would not reach fifty-two millions ? 
M: .BAYLY. lanswer,no. The real amount 
| required will fall short of that sum some millions. 
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Mr. CABELL of Florida, moved, pro forma 
to amend by inserting $50,000. He said he re- 
gretted that he was not in his seat when the 
gentieman from Ohio addressed some remarks 
to the committee. He understood that in the 


course of those remarks the gentleman had | 


siated that the committee recommended this 
appropriation in consequence of the fact that it 
was asked fr, for a point lying within the juris- 
diction of the State of Florida. It would be per- 


ceived by a reference to the report of the Engineer | 
Department, that it was for the purpose of pro- | 


greseing with a fort which had been commenced 
at Key West; and the money to be expended for 
the materials to be used in the construction of the 
fort would not be expended within the State of 
Florida. 
taken chieffy by citizens of the State of Maine. 
1. wes people of the northern States who were in- 


terested in these contracts, and upon the delivery | 


of the material at Key West they pocketed their 
money and returned to their homes, so that the 
money was not expended within the State of 
Florida. There were not, perhaps, two of his con- 
stituents interested personally in the work. He 
had supposed that if there was one item in the bill 
that would commend itself to the committee more 


than another, it was the appropriation for the fort | 


at Key West. It was important to a large pro- 


portion of the commerce of the couniry that there | 


should be a fortification at that point, the key to 
the Gulf Mexico, to afford a refuge for that com- 
merce in time of danger. He wus surprised that 
an effort should be made to strike out this appro- 


The contracts for supplying stone were | 


’ | Mr. KAUFMAN ‘moved to lay the bill on the 


table, and on that motion he asked the yeas and 
Pa 
* Pending the question, 


Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. 
| Savace and Oris were appointed. 


The question was taken and the tellers re- 


ported—ayes 76, noes 72. 
Mr. BAYLY called for the yeas and nays. 
TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF UTAH. 
| Whilst the House was dividing on the motion 
to adjourn— 

Assury Dickins, Esq., Secretary of the Senate, | 
presented himself at the bar of the House. 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


ment of Utah. 
merriment, but 


the restoration of order; which being effected, 


adjourn. 


taken, were—yeas 83, nays 71. 
So the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


|| propriate committees: 


After 
a few moments he was recognized by the Speaker, 
when he informed the House that the Senate had 
passed an act to provide for the Territorial Govern- 


The SPEAKER applied himself promptly to 


The SPEAKER then said, that the question was 
on ordering the yeas and nays on the motion to || 


Mr. THOMAS moved that the House — 


|| trial by jury may be allowed by law to 


The announcement was received with much || 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being | 


| The following petitions, memorials, &c., were | 
|| presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
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| report upon commerce and navi 


: _ Aug. 1, 


Mr. HALE presented a petition of «; 
New Hampshire, asking that no State 2 
after be admitted ing the Union whose consti 
tion does not expressly prohibit slavery withj ie 
limits; which was ordered to lie on the table oy 

Also, a petition of citizens of the same aski 
_ A te 3 vo, be scm by law in all the 

rritories of the United States; i 
to lie on the table, aradire = 

Also, from the same, asking that the right of 
; fugiti 
slaves, when arrested in any State where “ 
services t cl ; aan 
rg a claimed; which was ordered to lie 

Also, a petition from the same, and 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking that dave 
be abolished in the District of Columbia . th 
seat of Government removed therefrom: whi . 
= ordered to lie on the table. co 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition fro 
residents of Windsor, in the State of Ohio, — 
that certain information relating to the slave trade 
in the District of Columbia may be collected ‘al 
laid before Congress; which was laid on the table 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEERs. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, from the Com. 
mittee on Commerce, to which were referred he 


tizeng of 
may here. 


| amendments of the House of Representatives 


the bill to provide for the printing of the annua 


gation, reported 


thereon that the committee had considered said 


|| amendments, and had resolved that they agree to 


| the second amendment; and that they agree to 
priation, and still more surprised that the gentle- || By Mr. DOTY: The petition of Samuel Ryan, A. G. El- | the eighth amendment with amendments, and dis. 
man from Ohio should raise an objection to it on || lis, D. M. Whitey, and others, for an appropriation for a || agree to the ist, 3d, 4th, 5th, 6th, 7th, and 9h 
the ground that it was for the benefit of Florida, a || rou" from Green Bay to St. Paul’s. _amendments of the House. 
| 


. : . Also, the petition of H. H. Smith, Thomas Davis; H. C, || . 
State having but one Representative on that floor, |} Hamilton, aud others, for an appropriation ior a harbot at) MAP OF NEW MEXICO, 





for the gentleman must be aware that the people | 
of the North and of the Weet were equally inter- | 


ested in having a fortification at that place. 
He withdrew the amendment. 


Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the commit- | 


Twio Rivers. 
| ers, fur a land office at Wanonalh. 


| Ferguson, and others, for the same. 


Also, the petition of Milton Ablum, D. P. Myers, and oth- | 


Mr. RUSK submitted the follow resolution, 


| which lies over under the rule: 
Also, the petiions of E. F. Lewis, H. Carpenter, C. A. || 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate purchase for 


| the use of the Senate one thousand copies of Disturne}’s 


Aliso, the petition of Frederick Boreherdt, Charles Kuehn, | 


| V. Kaufinan, and others, to repeal the 1aw extending te || Provided they do nut cost exceeding one dollar each.” 
| term of the Woodworth pateut. + 


Also, the petition of Allred Topliff, Stephen Wakeman, | aes oo" SEATS. “ 
Hiram Campbell, and others, for a inail route from Madison | Mr. BELL, in pursuance of notice, asked and 


of Mr. Crowe tt, and decided in the negative. to Waushiara. || obtained leave to introdace a bi i 
: S By Mc. SWEETSER: The preamble and resolutions of || Nashville and Chamhaiege, Reaileoad ‘Compete 


So the amendment was rejected. || the Ohio Legistature, in relation to the independ fl 

pt 2 } e oO Legisialure, ine on lO Ub Ge pendence o i- . ‘ 
I'he reading of the bill having been concluded— || beria, passed February 5, 1850. the right of way, and a donation of public land, 
Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee riseand || Also, the resoiuuons ot the General Assembly of the State |/ for the purpose of locating and constructing a rail- 
report the bill to the House. || of Ohio, in ee the disposition of the public lands || road in and through the public lands in the State 

S ) ; || witbi the State of Ohio. * . - 

oe wren ie at Pee — ~ | Also, the resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, relative | of Alabama; which was read a first and ‘second 
offer an amendment, which he sent to the Clerk’s time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


map which accompanied the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
tee rise. 


The committee refused to rise. 
The question was then taken on the amendment 





to affording relief to Kossuth and his fullowers, passed Feb- 
table. . ; hs | ruary 9, 1850, 
The CHAIR decided, on the point of order || 





made, that the motion to rise and report the bill | 
(having been made before the amendment was | 


offered) was in order. 


Messrs. JONES and KAUFMAN appealed || 


from the décision. 
A long conversation followed, after which— 
Mr. BAYLY withdrew his motion, 
The amendment of Mr. Taompson, of Pennsy!l - 
vania, was then read, as follows: 


Provided, That all cases when appropriations are herein 
made, if not sufficient to complete the works to which 
they are applicable, that a sufficient sum out of such appro- 


1} 
| The motion was agreed to. 
} 


IN SENATE: 
Tuuarspay, August 1, 1850. 


pensed with, 


CORRECTION. 
Mr. CLEMENS. 


| rect, as it goes on the congressional record. 


Mr. HALE. As I understand that the Journal is 
| not yet made up, | move that its reading be dis- | 


in the National Intelligencer | 
of this morning | find a statement of a division of 
| the Senate, which it is perhaps necessary to cor- 


lam 


The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of William Maxwell, late marshal of the 
United States for the district of Georgia, was read 
a first and second time by its title. 

‘The question being on referring it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary 

Mr. BERRIEN said: I very much hope that 
the bill will be at once passed, as it is of very 
pressing urgency. Mr. Max well was the mar- 
shal of the district of Georgia, and if the House 
report could be read | am satisfied the Senate would 
have no objection to passing this bill for his relief. 


priatians shall be applied to putting guch works in a state 
of preservation only, and such works be suspended for the 


* present. 
m Mr. THOMPSON briefly explained the object 
he had in view. ~ — not consent to vote || Penn that occasion 
large approprations for the purpose of finishin anv a> COORROSs 
‘hens caeuy, ee on thie aystem of forth sek eee ‘ 
fications, when there a red no probability of || p : cea - 
their being at any time Soreuter hikes for the The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
defence of the couniry. At the same time he || MUnicauon from the acting Secretary of War, || GAINESVILLE AND DE KALB PLANK ROAD. 
woul not consent that the money which had || ™@dein compliance with a resolution of the Senate The bill from the House of Representatives, \0 
rlready been expended in the erection of these for- || Of the 29ch ultimo, calling for extracts of such the right of way to the Gainesville and De 
tifications should be thrown away. He had de- || dispatches as relate to the topography of the bay lb Plank Road Company, was read a first and 
termined to vote for any sum which might be ne- || Of San Francisco. Commodore Jones, in one of || second time by its title, and referred to the Com 
cessury to preserve these costly works from decay. || /8 dispatches, says ** that the port and harbor of || mittee on Public Lands, 
To preserve them in their present condition he * Benicia is one of the finest and aafest in the world. PRIVATE BILL. 
was willing to vote; and with a view to that object || * Phe Ohio might be laid up there as a receiving || a4. ..orossed bill No. 92, for the farther relief 
he had proposed his amendment. ‘and storeship, and be kept in a state of far better f John Mitchell véelt a third ti d passed. 
Tellers were asked and ordered, and Messrs. || ‘ eamesepetion than in any Auantic port of the || &f #00 “itcnell, was a third ume an 
Kavrman and Casey were appointed. ‘United States. The water of Benicia is often COMMITTEE ON ENGROSSED BILLS. 
The question was taken, and the tellers re- ‘fresh enough to drink, consequently the copper On motion by Mr. JONES, 
ported—ayes 44, noes 71. * would be kept clean.”” The report was referred Ordered, That a Senator be appointed by the Presiden 
So the amendment was negatived. to the Committee on Commerce. ee w fill the vacancy in the Committee on Engrosse 
On motion by Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois— MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. . ate 
The cunts rose and reported the bill. Mr. WALKER submitted documents relating And Mr, Hae was appointed accordingly 
The question being on ordering the bill to be en- || to the claim of John Holden, late a sergeant of DONATIONS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 
grossed for a third reading, ordnance in the United States army, to a pension; On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider Senate biil No. 28, being 


The Government obtained judgment against him, 
but becoming satisfied that it was an unjust claim, 
have suspended operations on it until the action 
of Congress shall be had. 

Mr. CLAY. I would prefer it taking its usual 
course. 


The bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ‘ 


reported as not voting at all on the motion made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Nor- 
| Ris} to strike out the words ‘establishing and 
| prohibiting African slavery.’’ 1 voted in the neg- 


The Journal stands so 





Mr. BAYLY moved the previous question. which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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the bill in relation to donations of land to éertain 
sons in the State of Arkansas. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
he amendments having been concurred in, it was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

THE ADMISSION OF CALIFORNIA, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 ask the Senate to take up, 
for the purpose of making ita special order at such 
dime a8 MAY be designated, the biil (169) for the 
pdmiasion of California into the Union. My object 
ig merely to make ita special order when it shall 
be taken up. : 

Mr. DOWNS. I should like to know some- 
thing about the order of business; and. what vote 
yill be required to take the billup? = 

The PRESIDENT. That of a majority. 

Mr. DOWNS. _Is this not the morning hour? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘That is the very time to take 
: The PRESIDENT. Petitions and reports hav- 
ing been passed, the regular morning business is 
the consideration of resolutions which are lying 
onthe table, Itis in the power of the Senate to 
dispense with it, if it thinks proper. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What | propose, is only 
what we have been doing all the morning. 

Mr. DOWNS. Well, sir, as we have devoted 
sii our time heretofore to California, | trust noW 
that we shall take up some other business. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | merely propose to fix a 
time for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DOWNS. We have had the subject dis- 
cussed in our ears for so long a time that it has | 
become quite disagreeable to hear it. Suppose, | 
therefore, we let it restawhile, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senate will have it in 
their power to postpone its consideration unul 


Monday. 

The PRESIDENT. Gentlemen will come to 
onder—this conversation is not in order. The 
Chair ascertains the position of the bill to be thus: 
It siands among the special orders at this time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does it stand, then, as a spe- | 
cial order for one o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair finds that on 
the 19ch of April it was made a special order for 
the Gch of May. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does it stand then as a spe- 
cial order to be reached at one o’clock? My ob- 
ject is to move to make it a special order for to-day 
or Monday. I am in favor of to-day. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator’s motion is 


to take up the bill with a view to postpone it to a 


day ceitain, and make it a special order. 

Mr. CHASE. Lwish to inquire of the Chair 
whether this bill, as it now stands, is not the spe- 
cial order for to-day at one o’clock? 

The PRESIDENT. The special orders will 
come up in their order, unless otherwise directed. 

Mr. CHASE. | inquire if this is not the first 
special vider? 

The PRESIDENT. The first special order is 
the bill to promote the progress of the useful arts. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
take up the bill—the yeas and nays being ordered 
—and it was agreed to, as follows: 





YEAS—Messrs. Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, Bright, Cass, 
Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Day- 
tou, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Doug- 
las, Ewing, Feleh, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Miller, 
Norris, Phelps, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Stur- 

“on, Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Winthrup, aud 

hitecomb—35, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Barnwell, Berrien, 
Buuer, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawsou, Downs, 
Foote, Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Morton, 
—, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Soulé, Turney, and Yulee 


The bill being then up for consideration— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | move to make the bill the 
*pecial order for to-day at twelve o’clock, and for 
tach subsequent day until disposed of. 

_Mr. ATCHISON: I move to amend that mo- 
ion by saying on Monday next, and on that 
motion | call for the yeas and nays. 

Several Senators. ‘Oh, withdraw the call.” 

Mr. ATCHISON. Weil, I withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays. e 

Mr. DOUGLAS: I renew it. 

Several Senators. ‘Oh no; withdraw it.’ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I withdraw it, then. 

Mr. SEWARD. Lask for the yeas and nays, sir. 

The yeas and nays- were ordered on Mr. Ar- 
CHISON's amendment to strike out ‘* to-day"’ and 
aa ‘“*Monday,” and it was rejected, as 








| will not supersede it. 











YEAS—Messrs. Atc » Barvwell, Berrien 
Butler, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, 

e, Greene, Hale, Hunter, King, Mangum, Ma-on, Mor- 
ton, Pearce, Pheips, Praut, Rusk, Sebasuan, Soule, ‘lurney, 
aud Yulee—25. 

NAYS—Yessrs. Baldwin, Biadbury, Bright, Chase, 
Clarke, Clay, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Dougias, Ewing, 
eich, Hamlin, Jones, Milier, Norris, Seward, Suivids, 
Swith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, Wales, 
Walker, Winthrop, and Whitcomb—29, 


Mr. ATCHISON. 


the day for twelve o'clock; for there is such a bill 
sull in existence? It will then come up as the or- 
der of the day at twelve o’clock for its third read- 
ing, and the mouon of the Senator from Illinois, 
if it prevail, will suspend acuion on it. 

The PRESIDENT, ‘The bill ordered to be en- 
grossed yesterday was for the establishment of a 
government for Utah; and that will come up for 
its third reading. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
been changed. ‘he title of the bill is sull for the 
admission of California into the Union, &c. At- 
though | know there is nothing left of 1 but the 
provision which relates to Utah, it is sull the 


special order for this day at twelve o’clock, unless 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois shall super- 


sede it. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 


will have its third reading first, and such is my 
desire 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


no opposiuon to it. : . 
Mr. HALE. 1 understand that it will soon be 


engrossed; aud perhaps | should, in explanation to 
the Senate, say, that when, by the appreciauon of | 
the Chair, | was piaced on the Committee on En- | 
grossed Bills this morning, | found the commuiuee 


in such a situation, from iaugue and effects of the 


hot weather, that they were not able todo tneir 
[| Laughter. | 


duty, and they devolved it upou me. 
it will be reported in an hour or two. 
Mr. JONES. 


perform his duues. 


responsible for the fact that the vacancy in the | 


committee was not filled. 
Mr. RUSK. 
bill the special order tor to-morrow. 
done by common consent, | hope. 
Mr. HALE. | hope so. 
Mr. FOOLE, 


the body. 


lishment of territorial governments. 


rl the 


i wish to make an inquiry. || 
Does not this omnibus bill stand as the order of 


L insist that the title has not | 


The bill, when it is en- | 
grossed, will come up in its order, and my motion | 
it wil have the , reference 
in going into the House, as, from is position, it 


1 apprehend that the 
Senator from Missouri is right, and that if we 
adopt the motion of the Senator from Lilinois, it | 
will, at twelve o’clocK, take precedence of this 
omnibus bill, as itis calied. 1 suggest that it would 
be better to say that the California bill shail be | 
taken up immediately, as the other bill, | under- 
|| stand, is not yet engrossed. 
taken up at any time and passed, as there can be 


W hen it is, it can be 


The committee would have been 
filled last week but for the opposition of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, who has now failed to 
|Laughter.] ‘The Senator is | 


1 propose that we shall make the | 
it will be 


1 will state, as an additional | 
reason for it, that | had hoped that we should have 
taken up that poruon of the bill which relates to 
the boundary line and New Mexico, precisely as 
it was yesterday when the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from lilinuis was rejected; for | believe that 
we can make that bill satisfactory to a majority of 7) 
1 hope, therefore, i will be at once | 
taken up, for certain reasons well known to ail, | 
and passed here, and that the California bill may be 
disposed of afterwards. 1 know that the California 
bill cannot become a law antecedent to the estab- 
| speak of 
what | am perfectly assured, and of what 1 know, 
and what the most ardent friends of the admission 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





defeat of the California bill as a separate meas- 
|| ure. I myself have dreaded a resort to that pro- 
|| ceeding, because of the exciting and disorganizing 
|| scenes which | apprehended might grow out of ft. 
| L alludéd to this matter some months since, and I 
|| expressed the opinion, which | entertain now, and 
|| have never changed, that it was wholly impraati- 
|| cable for this bill to pass both Houses as a separ- 
| ate measure. And were it to pass in that form, 


| consequences of the most dreadful character would 
inevitably result, and it is with a view to prevent 
| scenes of the character to which I have, referred, 
that I now, as I did some months ago, ask that the 
territorial bill should be acted on first. 1 will say, 
| for my own part, and | believe | can say it for 
| other friends of the omnibus bill, that 1 should 
| have no preference for the connection of the vari- 
|| ous measures in it, but for the rejection of my pto- 
position to take up the territorial bills. [tis well 
|| known that | made such a motion, which was iaid 
on the table from a regard to the dignity of Cali- 
furnia. Butif the territorial bills had been thus 
|, acted on, they would have become the law of the 
land before this time, and California would have 
been in the Union two months ago. That is my 
| Opinion. And the reasons for supposing that the 
| course to which I have alluded will be resorted to, 
are stronger and more insuperable than they were 
three mouths ago, and | undertake to predict that 
|| the bill will never pass as a separate measure. | do 
not say it to denounce or threaten anybody, and 
1 am now willing to vote California into the Union 
in the only mode I thought two months ago was 
practicable, and the only mode which I think is 
practicable this morning. And I know that some 
of the most zealous friends of California, in and 
out of Congress, who did not agree with me in this 
| Opinion two months ago, are now satisfied that the 
| bill wall not pass as a separate measure. 

Mr. RUSK. I have decided to withdraw my 
mouon. I had supposed it would have met with 
general consent—very much exhausted as we gen- 
erally are. 

| ‘The question was then taken on the motion of 
| Mr. Doveras to make the bill a special order for 
| this day at twelve o’clock; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move that when the Sen- 

|| ate adjourn to-day, it adjourn to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. FOOTE. I hope not; I trust that the mo- 
tion I have made will be acted on, and at this stage 
of our proceedings. There are other reasons. It 
is known that the Senator from Kentucky {Mr. 
Cxar] is to leave us on Saturday; and several 
others who desire a little respite, aud; after consid- 
ering this proposition an hour or two, we may ad¢ 
|| journ to Monday, - 

Mr. BADGER. It has been very near three 

months since we have had a holiday. We have 
| been sitting here day in and day out, every day 
except Sunday, and yesterday we had a situng of 
nearly nine hours. The weather is excessively 
and oppressively hot, and | do think that, under 
| the circumstances in which we are placed, it is but 
reasonable that we should have a little time to re- 
cover. | hope the proposition will prevail. 
|| Mr. DAYTON. I regret to differ with my 
| friend from North Carolina, and it seems Nonadt 


|| to me that an adjournment from now to Mondé 
| 








will accomplish nothing at all. Here are gentie- 
men—the Senator from Kentucky and others— 

who, doubtless, would like to go for a few days 
|, out of the atmosphere of Washington; but to ag- 
|| journ to-night to be in our places again on Mon- 
|| day morning, would amountto nothing atall. We 
|| may as well goon as to take a recess for two 
_days. Let us go on with the business before us; 
|| let us feel of the question and eee what it is made 


of California have been assured, both in thts House || of, and let us ascertain whether the Senate is dis- 


and out of it. 


This being the state of things, | 


|| posed to go into the discussion of the general 


shall vote for the motion to postpone until to-mor- || question, or content themselves with voting, My 
row, with the intention of offering the bill | have opinion is that we should content ourselves with 


menuoned, aod, if | can induce the Senate to do 
so, of urging that it be taken up for consideration 


and action. 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. 


passage of certain bills. 


Senate why it will not become a law. 


Mr. FOOTE. | thought all understood, though | 
it has not been talked meet: that a were | 
certain parliamentary movements to resorteé {| me, and for the purpose of giving him an opporta- 
seen en eeataiees eoaeenee | , ideoti a 


voting; if we can, we may within two or three 
days dispose of this quesuon. As to the remarks 


| thrown out by the Senator from Mississippi that 


a. The Senator from || this bill will not pass, and that the action of the 
Mississippi has stated that it is well known that the 


California bill cannot become a law without.the | 
J ask him to inform the 


|| other House will be so and so, | trust the Senate 

of the United States will never act in reference to 

an assumption that the other House is to be disor- 

| ganized for the purpose of preventing the passage 
|| of a bill. 

Mr. ATCHISON. If the Senator will permit 


nity to feel of this question of Celifornia—now 
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for the firat time | suppose—I withdraw the mo- || the causes of the defeat of the compromise bill, in 


tion. 
THE CALIFORNIA BILL. 

The hour of tweive o’clock having arrived, the 
Senate proceeded as in Committee of the Whole, 
to the consideration of the special order, being the 
bill for the admission of California as a State into 
the Union. 

Mr. FOOTE. J rise toa point of order, to in- 
quire of the Chair whether it will be in order for me 
to move to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and substitute another bill not embracing Califor- 
riia F 

The PRESIDENT. It will be entirely in order. 

Mr. FOOTE, 1 supposed so, and therefore 
raske that motion. : ; 

The PRESIDENT. It is moved to strike out 
alf after the enacting clause. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope we may perfect the 
bill before that is offered 
The PRESIDENT. 

rfeet the bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. _ I move to amend the bill by 
inserting what was the third section of the former 
bill. * 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

« That the said State of California is admitted into the 
Union npon the express condition that the people of said 
Pinte, through their Legislature or otherwise, shall never 
interfere with the primary disposal of the public lands 
within its limits, and shall pass no law and do no act where- 
by the title of the United Sates to and right to dispose of 
the sume shall be impaired or questioned, and that they 
shall never lay any tax or assessment of any description 
whatsoever upon the public domain of the United States, 
nid ia no case shall the non-resident proprietors, who are 
eiuzeus of the United States, be taxed higher than resi- 
dents; and that ali the navigable waters within the said 
State shall be common highways; and forever free, as well 
to the inhabitants of said State as to the eitizens of the 
United States, without any tax, impost, or duty therefor: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed 
as recognizing or rejecting the propositions tendered by the 
people of California as articles of conipactin the ordinance, 
and adopted in the Convention which formed the constitu- 
tion of that’State.” 


Mr. BUTLER. 


tion with reference 


It will be in order first to 


l wish simply to ask a ques- 

that matter; and I suppose 
the Senator from I is has paid that attention 
to the subject which4will enable him him to an- 
swer it, as he is prepared no doubt to maintain 
that emendment. If the Senators and Represent- 
atives on the floors of the different chambers agree 
to admit’California, Lask him, as a question which 
} presume he has considered, for it is a very im- 
portant one, to say what control or what powtr 
we could have to make California comply with 
the conditions annexed ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is the same point which 
haa been argued between the Senator from Louisi- 
ana {Mr. Sours] and the Senator from Massachu- 
rnetts, [Mr. Wenster,} and in which discussion | 
participated to some extent. I must leave it, there- 
fore, where that discussion left it. The amend- 
ment now, sir, is the same that was put upon our 
tables three or four months since, and was subse- 
quently made a@ part of the compromise bill. Ido 
not now wish to go into a discussion of the sub-- 


ct. 

Mr. FOOTE. .1 now cffer, as an amendment to 
the amendment, the same amendment which I 
a@@ered the other day and withdrew, the object of 
which is to reduce the boundary of California to 
the tite of 35° 30’, and to establish a territorial 


government south of that line, 
it to the end of the section: 

« And th ot the said State of California shall never here- 
after claim as withia her boundaries, nor attempt to exer- 
eive jurisdiction over any portion of the territory at present 
clanmed by her, except that which is embraced within the 
foltlowmg boundaries, to wit: commencing in the Pacific 
ocoan, three English miles from the shere at the 42d degree 
ot north katitude ; thence with the southern boundary line 
of the Territory of Oregon, to the summit of the Sierra Ne- 
vada; thence along the crest of that mountain to the point 
where itintersects the parallel of latitude of 35° 30; thence, 
with eid parallel of lativude to a pointin the Pacific ocean 
three Eagtish miles from the shore; and thence to the be- 
ginning, tneluding allislands, bays, and harbors, adjacent 
to or included within the limits hereby assigned to said 
State. And a new Territory is hereby established, to be 
cailed Colorado, to consist of the residue of the territory 
entbraced within the limits of the said State of California, 
as specified in the constitution heretofore adopted hy the 
people of California; for the government of which Territo- 
rv so established, all the provisions of the act relating to the 
Territory of Utah, except the name and boundaries therein 
specified, are hereby declared to bein force in said Terri- 
tory of Colorado, from and after the day when the consent 
of the State of California shall-bave been expressed in some 
forme! manner to the modification of her boundaries above 


deseribed,?? ~. ’ 
A lengthy discussion ensued, directed chiefly to | 


I propose to add 


| the Union, to establish Territorial Governments 


| 


| to Texas for the establishment of her western and \| 


| bill was changed to, “ A bill to establish a Terri- | 





which Measrs. Foore, Dawson, Cray, Pearce, 
Rusk, Mason, Burier, Hare, and Dickson, 
took part, a report of which will be given hereafter. 
THE COMPROMISE BILL, 
The Senate resumed the consideration of oe 4 
bill for the admission of California as a State into 


for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals H 
northern boundaries. 

The bill as amended came up on its third read- 
ing, and it was read a third time and passed. 

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, the title of the || 


torial Government for the Territory of Utah.’’ 
The Serfate then adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, Jugust 2, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. | 


Mr. NELSON moved that the rules of the 


House be suspended, and that the House resolve || 
} itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private | 
Calendar. i] 


It was a long time (Mr. N. said) since the pri- | 
vate calendar had been taken up. 

Mr. BAYLY called for the regular order of busi- 
ness. 

Mr. HOLMES asked the unanimous consent of | 
the House to introduce a resolution. 

Mr@NELSON objected. 

Mr. HOLMES appealed to the gentleman from | 
New York (Mr. Netson] to withdraw the objec- | 
tion. 

Mr. NELSON declined to withdraw. 


The question was then taken on the motion of || 


: ! || tion in some manner canvassed. 
Mr. Nexson, and decided in the negative, without || 


a division. 

Mr. DANIEL asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

So the House decided that it would not proceed 
to the consideration of the private calendar. 

THE PRIVATEER GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. HOLMES again asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce a resolution, 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to furnish this House with all the papers and ecor- 
respondence relating to the capture of the United States 


i 


pecuni 


| had asked that it might be put upon its pa 





privateer General Armstrong, iu the port of Fayal, in the 


year 1814, by 4 British fleet, if not incompatible with the 
public interest. 


Objection was made. 

So the resolution was not introduced. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which had been referred the resolution concern- | 
ing the compilation of claim cases, asked leave to | 
make a report. 

Objection was made. 

So the report was not received. 

REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the com- 
mittees for reports, commencing (where the cull 
was last suspended ) with the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. LEFFLER, from the Commitiee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, made adverse reports on the follow- 
ing cases; which were severally ordered to lie on | 
the table, and be printed, viz: 

The petition of James McCowley, asking for an 
invalid pension. 

The petition of John Pearl, of the State of | 
Maine, asking for a pension for a wound received | 
in the war with Great Britain in 1814; and 

The petition of Hiram Prather and others, ask- 
ing that Samuel Campbell be placed on the-roll of 
invalid pensions, 





On motion by Mr. L., the Committee on Invalid || 


Pensions was discharged from the further consid- || 
eration of the petition ef Jeremiah Hess, and | 
others in his behalf, praying for a pension on ac- 





_ about ploughing, ohe merits of plow 





count of services rendered in the war with Great 
Britain; and from the petition of John B. Cunning- 
ham, asking for a pension for injuries received to 
his constitution while in the service of the United 
States; and.they were ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion by Mr. L., the Committee on Invalid 


if 


_ desired to know whether the Empire 


t 


b 
| Pensions was Tahaan from the further consid- | 


eration of the petition of Edward L. Young for || 


: a 


Aug. 2. 


ecuniary relief, in consequence of the loss of \., 
right eye in the performance of his public rb 
while in the naval service of the United Sai 
and it wasreferred to the Committee on Na . 
Affairs. val 


JETHRO WOOD’s PATENT. 
Mr. WALDEN, from the Committe 
ents, reported a bill to extend a pat 
heirs of Jethro Wood; deceased; whic 
a first and second time by its title. 
The bill having been read twice by its title 
_ Mr. WALDEN asked that it might be put upon 
its’ passage. 
Mr. NELSON cailed for the reading of the bill 
And it was accordingly read. =~ ’ 
Mr. NELSON said he presumed that eye, 
member of the House was familiar with the Sie, 
of this bill. He understood that the chairman of 
the committee who reported it, [Mr. W 


€ on Pat. 
Ent to the 
h was read 


ALDEN, 


The SPEAKER said that motion wag pening 


Mr. NELSON proceeded. He thought that the 
bill should be disposed of at once. Lt was prett 
well understood, and if it were permitted to id 
its place among the regular orders of the day, it 
might produce, if not an excitement, at least a good 
deal of sensation throughout the country. 

The bill, as he understood it, proposed to puta 
tax of twenty-five cents on every plough to by 
manufactured out of cast iron in this country, for 


| the benefit of two young ladies and a widow. He 


felt no disposition at this time to enter into a dis. 
cussion of the merits of the bill. Most of the 


_members of the House, probably, had seen tie 


report,made during the last Congress by the chair. 
man of the Committee on Patents, [Mr. Farrel. 
ly,] in which the history of the cast iron-plough 
was given, and the merits of Jethro Wood's inven. 


[Nearly the whole of these remarks are gues. 
work on the part of the reporter, so loud was the 
conversation all over the Hall.] 

The SPEAKER, at this point of the remarks, 


|| interposed to ordem, and said, that conversation 


was so loud that it was impossible to hear what 


| the gentleman from New York (Mr. Nexsoy] was 


saying. 
.After the lapse of a minute or two— 

Mr. NELSON proceeded with his remarks. |i 
must, he said, be known to every gentleman here 
that whatever might have been the merits of the | 
invention of Mr. Wood for which patents had 


| been obtained, it was a matter about which, to 


say the least of it, there was a controversy; and 
that many persons who had ‘investigated it, be- 
lieved that no credit at all was due to him foran 
original invention. It was sufficient to say, that 
in the year 1814, a patent was granied to Jethro 
Wood; that it was reissued in 1819 for the period 
of fourteen years; and that subsequently, by aa 
act of Congress (passed in 1833, he thought) the 
exclusive right was extended by the operation of 
that law, for fourteen years longer—so that the 
full benefit of the invention, if invention it was, 
had been enjoyed for twenty-eight years from the 
year 1819. ‘l’he records of the patent office, and 
especially the report of Mr. Farrelly, would show, 
that twenty five patents had been granted before 
Mr. Wood obtained his patent; and, looking to 
that report, it would appear that everything in the 
principle of Mr. Wood’s patent had been long 
known. Subsequent to the grant of the patent 
in the year 1819, about two hundred patents had 
been issued. And now, at this late day, without 
regard to the merits of the claim, but as a mere 
act of sovereign outs this House was asked to 
interpose its authority and tax the farming inier- 


| ests of the country for the benefit of two young 
| ladies and their widowed sister. 


Mr. HOLMES (interposing) desired to make 
an inquiry of the gentleman from New York; 
[Mr. Speed 

Mr. NELSON yielded the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES gaid, he did not know much 
hs. But he 

te, which 
the gentleman in part represented on this floor, did 
not recommend a renewal of this patent? 

Mr. NELSON, Not tomy knowledge. 

Mr. HOLMES. One question more. Has not 
the Agricultural Society of the State of New York 
recommended the renewal ? 

Mr, NELSON said, he was not prepared to say- 
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